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acquiring  motion  picture  and  videotape  productions. 
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35054  Energy  Water  Resources  Council  requests 

comments  on  report  on  synthetic  fuels  development 
for  the  Upper  Colorado  Region  Water  Assessment. 
(Part  III  of  this  issue) 

34932  Minimum  Wages  Labor/ESA  publishes  minimum 
wages  for  Federal  and  fedh'ally  assisted 
construction.  (Part  II  of  this  issue] 

Privacy  Act  Document 

34830  DOD/AF 

34888  Sunshine  Act  Meetings 

Separate  Parts  of  This  Issue 

34932  Part  II,  Labor/ESA 

35054  Part  III,  Water  Resources  Council 

35072  Part  IV,  ED 


Questions  and  requests  for  specihc  information  may  be  directed 
to  the  telephone  numbers  listed  under  INFORMATION  AND 
ASSISTANCE  in  the  READER  AIDS  section  of  this  issue. 
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Presidential  Documents 

Title  3““ 

Proclamation  4850  of  June  30,  1981 

The  President 

Captive  Nations  Week,  1981 

By  the  President  of  the  United  States  of  America 
A  Proclamation 

Twenty-two  years  ago,  by  a  joint  resolution  approved  July  17,  1959  (73  Stat. 
212],  the  Congress  authorized  and  requested  the  President  to  proclaim  the 
third  week  in  July  as  Captive  Nations  Week. 

Last  January  20  saw  again  a  change  in  Administration  under  our  Constitution, 
the  oldest  written  document  of  its  type  in  continuous  force  in  the  world.  The 
peaceful  and  orderly  transfer  of  power  in  response  to  the  sovereign  will  of  our 
people  is  sometimes  taken  for  granted  by  Americans.  Yet  events  in  some  other 
areas  of  the  world  should  remind  us  all  of  the  vital,  revolutionary  ideal  of  our 
Founding  Fathers:  that  governments  derive  their  legitimacy  from  the  consent 
of  the  peoples  they  govern. 

During  Captive  Nations  Week,  Americans  should  realize  our  devotion  to  the 
ideal  of  government  by  consent,  a  devotion  that  is  shared  by  millions  who  live 
in  nations  dominated  today  by  a  foreign  military  power  and  an  alien  Marxist- 
Leninist  ideology. 

This  week,  Americans  should  recall  the  series  of  historical  tragedies — begin¬ 
ning  with  the  broken  promises  of  the  Yalta  Conference — that  led  to  the  denial 
of  the  most  elementary  forms  of  personal  freedom  and  human  dignity  to 
millions  in  Eastern  Europe  and  Asia. 

In  recent  years,  we  have  seen  successful  attempts  to  extend  this  oppression  to 
Africa,  Latin  America  and  Asia — most  recently  in  the  brutal  suppression  of 
national  sovereignty  in  Afghanistan  and  attempts  to  intimidate  Poland. 

During  Captive  Nations  Week,  we  Americans  must  reafbrm  our  own  tradition 
of  self-rule  and  extend  to  the  peoples  of  the  Captive  Nations  a  message  of 
hope — hope  founded  in  our  belief  that  free  men  and  women  will  ultimately 
prevail  over  those  who  deny  individual  rights  and  preach  the  supremacy  of  the 
state:  hope  in  our  conviction  that  the  human  spirit  will  ultimately  triumph  over 
the  cult  of  the  state. 

While  we  can  be  justly  proud  of  a  government  that  is  responsive  to  our  people, 
we  cannot  be  complacent.  Captive  Nations  Week  provides  us  with  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  reaffirm  publicly  our  commitment  to  the  ideals  of  freedom  and  by  so 
doing  maintain  a  beacon  of  hope  for  oppressed  peoples  everywhere. 
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NOW,  THEREFORE,  1,  RONALD  REAGAN,  President  of  the  United  States  of 
America,  do  hereby  designate  the  week  beginning  on  July  19, 1981,  as  Captive 
Nations  Week. 

I  invite  the  people  of  the  United  States  to  observe  this  week  with  appropriate 
ceremonies  and  activities  and  to  reaffirm  their  dedication  to  the  ideals  which 
unite  us  and  inspire  others. 

IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF,  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  this  30th  day  of  June, 
in  the  year  of  our  Lord  nineteen  hundred  and  eighty-one,  and  of  the  Independ¬ 
ence  of  the  United  States  of  America  the  two  hundred  and  fifth. 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service 

7  CFR  Part  725 

[Amendment  11 

Fiue-Cured  Tobacco;  1980-81  Average 
Market  Price  and  1981-82  Penalty  Rate 

agency:  Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service,  USDA. 
action:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  rule  contains  the 
average  market  price  received  by 
producers  for  the  1980-81  marketing 
year  and  the  penalty  rate  for  excess 
tobacco  for  the  1981-82  marketing  year. 
Marketing  quota  penalties  are  assessed 
at  the  rate  of  75  percent  of  the  previous 
year’s  market  average,  as  required  by 
Section  314  of  the  Agricultural 
Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended, 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  6, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Thomas  R.  Burgess,  Agricultural 
Program  Specialist,  Production 
Adjustment  Division,  USDA-ASCS,  P.O. 
Box  2415,  Washington,  D.C.  20013  (202) 
447-7935.  The  Final  Impact  Statement 
covering  this  final  rule  will  be  available 
on  request  from  Thomas  R.  Burgess. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
final  action  has  been  reviewed  under 
USDA  procedures  required  by  Executive 
Order  12291,  and  has  been  classified  as 
“not  major." 

This  final  rule  has  been  classified  as 
“not  major”  since  it  will  not  have  an 
annual  effect  on  the  economy  of  $100 
million  or  more.  This  action  will  not 
have  a  major  impact  specifically  on  area 
and  community  development.  Therefore, 
review  as  established  by  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  (OMB)  Circular 
A-95  was  not  used  to  assure  that  units 


of  local  government  are  informed  of  this 
action. 

Marketing  quota  penalties  are 
required  by  Section  314  of  the 
Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as 
amended,  to  be  assessed  whenever 
tobacco  is  marketed  in  excess  of  the 
marketing  quota  on  the  farm  on  which 
the  tobacco  is  produced.  The  rate  of 
penalty  is  also  prescribed  by  Section  314 
of  the  1938  Act  as  seventy-five  percent 
of  the  previous  year’s  average  market 
price. 

Grant  Buntrock,  Director,  Production 
Adjustment  Division,  Agricultural 
Stabilization  and  Conservation  Service, 
has  determined  that  an  emergency 
exists  which  warrants  publication  of 
this  rule  without  opportunity  for  public 
comment  because  producers, 
warehousemen,  and  dealers  need  to 
know  immediately  the  1981-82 
marketing  year  penalty  rate  for  the 
marketing  of  excess  tobacco  (tobacco 
produced  in  excess  of  110  percent  of  the 
farm  marketing  quota),  so  that 
production  and  marketing  decisions  can 
be  timely  made.  Since  the  1980-81 
average  market  price  producers  received 
for  flue-cured  tobacco  and  the  rate  of 
penalty  reflect  mathematical 
computations  set  forth  by  statute  rather 
than  substantive  changes,  it  is  found 
upon  good  cause  that  notice  and  other 
public  rulemaking  requirements  as 
provided  for  by  Secretary’s 
Memorandum  1955  and  5  U.S.C.  553  are 
impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest.  Accordingly  this  final  rule  shall 
become  effective  upon  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Accordingly,  the  regulations  at  7  CFR 
Part  725  are  amended  by  revising 
§  725.92(b)  to  read  as  follows; 

§  725.92  Rate  of  penalty. 

Hr  fk 

(b)(1)  Average  market  price.  The 
average  maricet  prices  as  determined  by 
the  Crop  Reporting  Board  for  the 
marketing  years  specified  were: 

Average  Market  Price 


Marketing  year 

Cents 

per 

pound 

1974-75 . 

.  105.0 

1975-76 

99.8 

1976-77 

110.4 

1977-78 

117.6 

1978-79 

135.0 

1979-80 

140.0 

1980-81 

144.5 

(2)  Rate  of  penalty  per  pound.  The 
penalty  per  pound  for  marketings  of 
excess  tobacco  subject  to  marketing 
quotas  during  the  marketing  years 
specified  shall  be: 

Rate  of  Penalty 

Cents 

Marketing  year  per 

pound 


1975- 76 . 79 

1976- 77 . 75 

1977- 78  • _ _  83 

1978- 79  88 

1979- 80 . 101 

1980- 81  105 

1981- 82 .  108 


(Secs.  301,  313,  314,  316,  317,  363,  372-375.  377. 
378,  52  Stat.  38,  as  amended  47.  as  amended 
48,  as  amended  75  StaL  468,  as  amended  79 
Stat.  66,  52  Stat.  62,  as  amended  65-6&  as 
amended  72  StaL  995;  sec.  401, 63  Stat.  1505, 
as  amended,  secs.  106, 122, 125,  TO  StaL  191. 
195, 198,  as  amended,  sec.  16(e),  76  Stat.  606 
(7  U.S.C.  1301, 1313, 1314, 1314b,  1314c,  1363, 
1372-1375, 1377, 1378, 1421, 1813, 1824, 1836) 
(16  U.S.C.  590p(e))) 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C,  on  June  25. 
1981. 

Everett  Rank, 

Administrator,  Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19457  Filed  7-2-81: 8:45  ain| 

BILLING  CODE  3410-05-M 

Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service 

9  CFR  Part  75 

Contagious  Equine  Metritis 

agency:  Animal  and  Plant  Health 
Inspection  Service,  USDA. 
action:  Affirmation  of  final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  action  affirms  the  final 
rule  published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
March  6, 1981,  which  provides  a  method 
for  the  release  of  breeding  mares  from 
Federal  quarantine  when  they  are 
determined  to  be  free  of  contagious 
equine  metritis  (GEM).  This  document  is 
necessary  to  announce  that,  having 
received  no  comments  relative  to  the 
amendment  of  9  CFR  Part  75,  the 
Department  has  decided  the  final  rule, 
as  published,  shall  not  be  amended. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE*.  March  3, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Dr.  Ralph  C.  Knowles.  USDA,  APHIS. 
VS.  Sheep,  Goat,  Equine  and 
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Ectoparasites  Staff,  Room  735,  Federal 
Building,  6505  Belcrest  Road, 

Hyattsville,  MD  20782,  301-436-8433. 
SUPPLEMEtfTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
final  action  has  been  reviewed  in 
conformance  with  Executive  Order 
12291  and  has  been  classihed  as  not  a 
“major  rule.”  The  Department  has 
determined  that  this  rule  will  not  have 
an  annual  effect  on  the  economy  of  $100 
million  or  more,  will  not  cause  a  major 
increase  in  costs  or  prices  for 
consumers,  individual  industries. 
Federal,  State,  or  local  government 
agencies,  or  geographic  regions,  and  will 
not  have  any  signiRcant  adverse  effects 
on  competition,  employment, 
investment,  productivity,  or  innovation, 
or  on  the  ability  of  United  States-based 
enterprises  to  compete  with  foreign- 
based  enterprises  in  domestic  or  export 
markets. 

A  document  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  March  6, 1981  (46  FR 15494- 
15496),  provides  a  method  for  the 
release  of  breeding  mares  that  are  under 
Federal  quarantine  as  exposed  to  or 
affected  with  CEM.  Specifically,  the 
regulation  requires  the  surgical  removal 
of  the  clitoral  sinuses  (clitoral 
sinusectomy]  and  the  collection  of 
specimens  by  an  accredited  veterinarian 
and  the  testing  of  such  specimens  by  a 
State  or  Federal  animal  disease 
diagnostic  laboratory. 

Since  the  breeding  season  for 
Thoroughbred  horses  started  on 
February  15,  this  amendment  was  made 
effective  immediately  in  order  to  permit 
affected  persons  to  move  breeding 
mares  within  the  United  States  or 
elsewhere  without  undue  restrictions 
when  determined  to  be  free  of  CEM. 

Comments  were  solicited  for  60  days 
after  publication  of  the  amendment.  No 
comments  were  received  in  response  to 
the  amendment.  It  has  been  determined 
that  the  Hnal  rule  adding  9  CFR  75.10 
should  remain  effective  as  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  March  6, 1981. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  29th  day  of 
June  1981. 

).  K.  Atwell, 

Deputy  Administrator,  Veterinary  Services. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19647  Piled  7-2-81;  ft45  am] 

BlUINO  CODE  3410-34-M 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

10  CFR  Part  2 

Rules  of  Practice  for  Domestic 
Licensing  Proceedings 

agency:  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission. 


ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Commission  is  amending 
its  regulation  on  the  authority  of  the 
Secretary  to  rufe  on  procedural  matters 
to  permit  the  Secretary  to  refer 
pleadings  improperly  directed  to  the 
Commission’s  attention  to  the 
appropriate  adjudicatory  board. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  6, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
Mark  E.  Chopko,  Attorney,  Office  of  the 
General  Counsel,  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 

DC  20555,  202-634-3224, 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In  the 
past  several  years,  parties  to 
proceedings  before  an  Atomic  Safety 
and  Licensing  Board  have  filed  appeals 
or  other  pleadings  on  various  subjects 
directly  with  the  Commission  rather 
than  the  cognizant  Atomic  Safety  and 
Licensing  Appeal  Board.  These 
pleadings  have  been  referred  to  the 
Appeal  Board  by  the  Commission.  See, 
e.g.,  Pennsylvania  Power  and  Light  Co, 
(Susquehanna  Steam  Electric  Station, 
Units  1  and  2),  CLI-80-17, 11  NRC  678 
(1980).  Presently,  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  do  not  authorize  the 
Secretary  to  direct  referral  of  such 
misfiled  pleadings  under  10  CFR  2.772. 
Therefore,  unless  the  pleadings  are 
simultaneously  filed  with  the  Appeal 
Board,  formal  action  by  the  Commission 
is  required.  Similarly,  parties  may  file 
pleadings  and  motions  with  the 
Commission  instead  of  the  appropriate 
Licensing  Board  in  cases  (such  as  some 
enforcement  actions)  where  the 
Commission  must  empanel  a  board  to 
hear  the  case. 

Scheduling  such  matters  for 
Commission  meetings  frequently  causes 
delay  in  taking  formal  action.  To 
expedite  this  process  and  to  conserve 
the  Commission  time  that  is  now 
devoted  to  review  and  approval  of  these 
matters,  the  Commission  has  decided  to 
amend  10  CFR  2.772,  concerning  the 
Secretary’s  authority  to  rule  on 
procedural  matters,  to  provide  that  such 
pleadings  may  be  referred  directly  by 
order  of  the  Secretary.  The  Secretary 
will  act  upon  the  advice  of  the  Office  of 
the  General  Counsel  and  after 
consultation  with  the  Commissioners’ 
offices.  The  Commission  expects  that 
this  review  of  the  pleadings  will  identify 
matters  of  extraordinary  importance  or 
beyond  a  Board’s  authority  that  the 
Commission  must  address  directly. 

Because  the  rule  change  concerns 
solely  a  matter  of  internal  agency 
procedure  and  does  not  change  any 
substantive  practice,  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  and  public  procedure 
thereon  are  not  required  and,  for  the 


same  reason,  the  final  rule  is  effective 
July  6, 1981.  Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended, 
the  Energy  Reorganization  Act  of  1974, 
as  amended,  and  sections  552  and  553  of 
Title  5  of  the  United  States  Code,  the 
following  amendment  to  Title  10, 

Chapter  I,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations, 
Part  2,  is  published  as  a  document 
subject  to  codification:  Section  2.772  is 
amended  by  adding  paragraph  (h)  to  the 
end  thereof: 

§  2.772  Authority  of  the  Secretary  to  rule 
on  procedural  matters. 
***** 

(h)  Direct  pleadings  improperly  filed 
before  the  Commission  to  the 
appropriate  adjudicatory  board  for 
action. 

(Sec.  leip.,  Pub.  L.  No.  83-703,  68  Stat.  948  (42 
U.S.C.  2201);  Sec.  201,  as  amended.  Pub.  L. 

No.  93-438,  88  Stat.  1243  (42  U.S.C.  5841)) 
Dated  at  Washington,  DC,  this  30th  day  of 
June,  1981, 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Samuel  J.  Chilk, 

Secretary  of  the  Commission. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19695  Filed  7-2-81;  8;45  am] 

BILLINQ  CODE  7S90-01-M 


NATIONAL  CREDIT  UNION 
ADMINISTRATION 

12  CFR  Part  701 

Loan  Interest  Rates 

agency:  National  Credit  Union 

Administration. 

action:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  rule  authorizes  Federal 
credit  unions  to  charge  interest  rates  of 
up  to  21  percent  per  year  on  loans 
granted  after  September  2, 1981  and 
before  June  3, 1982.  The  21  percent 
interest  rate  ceiling  was  scheduled  to 
expire  after  September  2, 1981.  NCUA  is 
extending  it  for  an  additional  nine 
months  (so  that  it  will  be  in  effect  for  a 
total  of  18  months,  as  authorized  by 
Congress)  because  high  market  interest 
rates  continue  to  threaten  the  safety  and 
soundness  of  individual  credit  unions. 
DATES:  Effective  date:  June  29, 1981. 
Expiration  date:  After  June  2. 1982  or  as 
otherwise  ordered  by  the  NCUA  Board. 
ADDRESS:  National  Credit  Union 
Administration,  1776  G  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20456. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
Randall  Miller,  Acting  Director,  Office  of 
Policy  Analysis  or  John  L.  Culhane,  Jr., 
Senior  Attorney,  Office  of  General 
Counsel,  at  the  above  address. 
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Telephone  numbers:  (202)  357-1090  (Mr. 
Miller),  (202)  357-1030  (Mr.  Culhane). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background 

Public  Law  96-221  raised  the  interest 
rate  ceiling  for  Federal  credit  unions 
from  1  percent  per  month  (12  percent  per 
year)  to  15  percent  per  year.  It  also 
authorized  the  NCUA  Board  to  set  a 
higher  limit  (or  limits),  after  consultation 
with  Congress  and  other  Federal 
Hnancial  agencies  if  the  Board  should 
determine  that  (i)  money  market  interest 
rates  have  risen  over  the  preceding  six 
months  and  that  (ii)  prevailing  interest 
rate  levels  threaten  the  safety  and 
soundness  of  individual  credit  unions  as 
evidenced  by  adverse  trends  in  liquidity, 
capital,  earnings,  and  growth. 

On  December  3, 1980,  the  NCUA 
Board,  having  consulted  with  the 
appropriate  Congressional  committees, 
the  Department  of  the  Treasury,  and  the 
other  Federal  financial  regulatory 
agencies,  determined  that  these 
conditions  had  been  met.  The  Board 
therefore  temporarily  authorized  higher 
interest  rates.  45  FR  81032  (1980).  In 
raising  the  interest  rate  ceiling  to  21 
percent  for  a  nine  month  period  out  of 
the  maximum  permitted  period  of  18 
months,  the  Board  reserved  the  right  to 
shorten  or  lengthen  the  duration  of  the 
new  interest  rate  ceiling  as  warranted 
by  economic  conditions.  45  FR  81032, 
81036  (1980)  (to  be  codified  in  12  CFR 
701.21-lA(c)). 

Economic  Conditions 

The  conditions  which  led  the  Board  to 
determine  that  an  increase  in  the  loan 
rate  ceiling  was  justified  in  December, 
1980,  have  remained  basically 
unchanged  through  the  first  quarter  of 
1931. 

At  yearend  1980,  money  market  rates 
had  been  following  an  upward  trend  for 
more  than  six  months  and  were 
fluctuating  in  the  13%  to  15%  range.  This 
pattern  continued  through  the  first  half 
of  1981.  For  example,  with  the  exception 
of  three  weeks  in  March,  the  six-month 
Treasury  bill  rate  was  greater  than  13%. 
In  May,  the  six-month  Treasury  bill  rate 
peaked  at  15.7%  and  since  that  time  has 
declined  slightly.  The  rate  as  of  June  16, 
1981  was  13.4%.  _ 

Federal  credit  union  liquidity  remains 
high  due  to  a  continuing  slack  loan 
growth.  At  yearend  1980,  the  loan  to 
share  ratio,  an  inverse  measure  of 
liquidity,  was  70%.  As  of  June,  1981,  it 
remained  unchanged.  Therefore,  the 
potential  liquidity  problems  cited 
previously  still  exist.  A  revival  of  loan 
growth  could  quickly  reverse  the  present 
abundance  of  liquid  assets.  In  addition, 
if  money  market  rates  continue  at  their 


current  levels.  Federal  credit  unions 
whose  poor  earnings  will  not  permit 
them  to  pay  high  dividend  rates  will 
experience  outflows  of  shares  and  a 
resulting  decline  in  liquidity. 

Below  normal  earnings  during  1979 
and  1980  prevented  Federal  credit 
unions  from  building  their  capital.  The 
ratio  of  capital — regular  reserves,  plus 
other  reserves,  plus  the  allowance  for 
loan  losses,  plus  retained  earnings — to 
total  assets  declined  from  6.2%  to  6.0% 
from  yearend  1979  to  yearend  1680.  It  is 
anticipated  that  earnings  improved 
somewhat  during  the  Hrst  half  of  1981  as 
a  result  of  the  additional  flexibility 
provided  to  Federal  credit  imions  on 
loan  rates  and  as  a  result  of  a  modest 
increase  in  loans  outstanding.  However, 
the  rebuilding  of  Federal  credit  imion 
capital  as  a  result  of  this  improvement 
will  be  modest. 

The  currently  historically  high  interest 
rates  continue  to  have  an  adverse  effect 
on  credit  union  earnings.  From  yearend 
1979  to  yearend  1980,  the  rate  of  return 
on  assets  before  reserve  transfers  for 
Federal  credit  unions  declined  from  .69% 
to  .37%.  The  rate  of  return  after  reserve 
transfers  evidenced  a  similar  decline.  As 
noted  above,  earnings  may  have 
improved  slightly  during  the  Hrst  half  of 
1981.  However,  this  improvement  is,  in 
part,  the  consequence  of  the  greater 
flexibility  Federal  credit  unions  had 
with  respect  to  loan  rates  since 
December,  1980. 

Growth  in  Federal  credit  union  assets, 
loans,  and  savings  has  been  modest 
during  the  first  half  of  1981.  As  of  April, 
1981,  (the  most  recent  data)  assets  and 
savings  at  Federal  credit  unions  were 
growing  at  about  a  3%  annual  rate. 

Loans  were  growing  at  an  annual  rate  of 
less  than  1%.  It  is  anticipated  that 
Federal  credit  union  growth  will 
improve  during  the  remainder  of  1981. 
However,  this  will  require  that  Federal 
credit  unions  continue  to  pay  high 
money  market  rates  to  attract  funds 
during  1981,  as  they  did  in  1980.  During 
1980,  the  proportion  of  total  Federal 
credit  union  savings  accounted  for  by 
high  cost  share  certificates  increased 
from  13  to  25  percent.  Insufficient 
flexibility  in  loan  rates  would  prevent 
Federal  credit  unions  from  paying  such 
money  market  rates  on  share  certificates 
and  would  stifle  any  improvement  in 
growth. 

Extension  of  Interest  Rate  Ceiling 

The  NCUA  Board  is  therefore 
extending  the  21  percent  interest  rate 
ceiling  for  the  duration  of  the  authorized 
18  month  period.  Federal  credit  unions 
will  continue  to  be  able  to  charge 
interest  rates  of  up  to  21  percent  per 
year  on  the  unpaid  balance  inclusive  of 


all  Hnance  charges.  The  ceiling  will 
expire  after  June  2, 1982,  unless 
otherwise  ordered  by  the  NCUA  Board. 

The  21  percent  ceiling  had  been 
scheduled  to  expire  after  September  2, 
1981  but  it  is  being  extended  at  this  time 
in  order  to  facilitate  planning  by  credit 
union  ofHcials.  Because  of  the  time  lag 
encountered  in  making  changes  to  data 
processing  systems  and  because  of  the 
time  necessary  to  revise  forms,  without 
this  change  credit  unions  would  now 
have  to  begin  planning  for  the  expiration 
of  the  interest  rate  ceiling.  A  delay  in 
extending  the  ceiling  could  therefore 
result  in  additional  costs  being  incurred 
by  Federal  credit  unions. 

Again,  the  NCUA  Board  does  not 
expect  that  all  Federal  credit  unions  will 
raise  their  loan  rates  nor  does  it  expect 
that  those  credit  unions  that  do  increase 
their  loan  rates  will  do  so  on  all 
categories  of  loans.  Neither  does  the 
Board  expect  that  those  Federal  credit 
unions  that  have  already  raised  their 
rates  will  necessarily  maintain  them  at 
their  current  levels.  Available  evidence 
suggests  that  most  Federal  credit  unions 
are  presently  charging  15  percent  or  less 
on  most  types  of  loans.  Some  Federal 
credit  unions  are,  however,  charging  as 
high  as  18  percent  on  unsecured  lines  of 
credit.  Very  few  credit  unions  are 
charging  2l  percent.  The  ceiling  is  being 
extended  so  that  the  board  of  directors 
of  each  credit  union  will  continue  to 
have  the  flexibility  to  react  to  economic 
conditions  in  the  manner  that  is  in  the 
best  interests  of  their  members. 

Regulatory  Procedures 

The  NCUA  Board  has  determined  that 
notice  and  public  comment  on  this  rule 
are  impracticable  and  not  in  the  public 
interest.  5  U.S.C.  553(b)(B).  Because  both 
the  serious  operating  constraints  and  the 
threat  to  the  safety  and  soundness  of 
individual  credit  unions  imposed  by  high 
money  market  rates  continue,  and 
because  additional  costs  will  be 
imposed  should  there  be  any  further 
delay,  an  immediate  extension  of  the  21 
percent  interest  rate  ceiling  is  necessary. 
For  these  reasons  and  because  the  rule 
relieves  a  restriction,  the  Board  has 
determined  not  to  provide  a  delayed 
effective  date.  5  U.S.C.  553(d). 

For  the  same  reasons  and  because  the 
change  will  increase  the  management 
flexibility  and  competitive  positions  of 
small  credit  unions,  a  regulatory 
flexibility  analysis  is  not  required.  5 
U.S.C.  603(a),  604(a).  Nonetheless,  if  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  did  apply  the 
Board  would  be  willing  to  certify  that 
this  rule  will  not  have  a  significant 
economic  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  Federal  credit  unions. 
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This  rule  is  necessary  because  of 
fluctuations  in  the  cost  of  funds.  These 
fluctuations  affect  all  Federal  credit 
unions  regardless  of  size. 

Since  the  rule  woiild  relieve  burdens 
and  delay  would  cause  unnecessary 
harm,  the  NCUA  Board  also  finds  that 
full  and  separate  consideration  of  all  the 
requirements  of  the  Regulatory 
SimpliBcation  Act  is  impracticable. 
However,  the  NCUA  Board  has 
considered  a  number  of  these  policies, 
as  set  forth  in  the  preamble  above. 

Accordingly,  NCUA  amends  §  701.21- 
lA  of  its  rules  and  regulations  as  set 
forth  below. 

Beatrix  D.  Fields, 

Acting  Secretary,  NCUA  Board. 

June  29, 1981. 

Authority:  12  U.S.C.  1757(5)(A)(vi)(I). 
1757(5KA)(ix),  1766. 

§  701.21-1A  [Amended] 

1.  Section  701.21-lA(c)  is  amended  by 
replacing  the  date  "September  2, 1961" 
with  the  date  "June  2, 1982”  each  time  it 
appears  and  by  replacing  the  date 
"September  3, 1981"  with  the  date  "June 
3, 1982"  each  time  it  appears. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19649  Filed  7-2-81;  8:46  am| 

BtUING  CODE  7S3S-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Federal  Aviation  Administration 
14  CFR  Part  39 

[Docket  Na  81-GL-4-AD;  Arndt  39-4159] 

Airworthiness  Directives;  North 
American  AT-6D  (SNJ-5),  AT-6F  (SNJ- 
6),  SNJ-7  and  T-6G 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 
action:  Final  rule;  request  for 
comments. 

summary:  This  notice  adopts  an 
airworthiness  directive  (AO)  that 
requires  the  inspection  of  the  horizontal 
stabilizer  rear  spar  connection  for 
cracked  Bttings  and  the  installation  of 
shims  as  required  on  the  following 
aircraft  North  American  AT-6D  (SNJ- 
5),  AT-6F  (SNJ-6).  SNJ-7  and  T-«G.  This 
AD  is  needed  since  there  have  been 
recent  reports  of  cracks  in  the  horizontal 
stabilizer  rear  spar  on  SNJ-6  and  T-^G 
aircraft 

dates:  Effective  July  13, 1981. 

Comments  related  to  this  amendment 
must  be  received  on  or  before 
September  13, 1981.  Depending  on  the 
comments  received,  the  requirements  of 
this  amendment  may  be  modiBed. 

Compliance  is  required  at  the  next 
annual  inspection. 


addresses:  Send  comments  on  the  AD 
in  duplicate  to:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  OfBce  of  the  Regional 
Counsel,  Attn:  Rules  Docket  (AGL-7), 
Docket  No.  81-GL-4-AD,  2300  East 
Devon  Avenue,  Des  Plaines,  Illinois 
60018. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

Mr,  Terry  Fahr,  Engineering  and 
Manufacturing  Branch,  Flight  Standards 
Division,  AGL-212,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  2300  East  Devon 
Avenue,  Des  Plaines,  Illinois  60018, 
telephone  (312)  694-7135. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The  FAA 
has  recently  received  reports  of  cracks 
in  the  horizontal  stabilizer  rear  spar 
splice  bracket,  necessitating  an  AD  for 
inspection  of  this  area.  The  FAA  has 
determined  that  the  following  aircraft 
should  be  included  in  this  AD:  North 
American  AT-6D  (SNJ-5),  AT-6F  (SNJ- 
6),  SNJ-7  and  T-6G.  Since  failure  of  this 
spar  splice  bracket,  which  is  primary 
structure,  can  result  in  the  catastrophic 
destruction  of  the  airplane,  a  situation 
exists  that  requires  immediate  adoption 
of  this  regulation,  and  it  is  found  that 
notice  and  public  procedure  are 
impractical  and  good  cause  exists  for 
making  this  amendment  effective  as  an 
immediate  adopted  rule. 

Although  this  action  is  in  the  form  of  a 
final  rule,  which  involves  requirements 
affecting  immediate  flight  safety  and 
thus  was  not  preceded  by  notice  and 
public  procedure,  comments  are  invited 
on  the  rule.  When  the  comment  period 
ends  the  FAA  will  use  the  comments 
submitted,  together  with  other  available 
information,  to  review  the  regulation. 
After  the  review,  if  the  FAA  finds  that 
changes  are  appropriate,  it  will  initiate 
rulemaking  proceedings  to  eunend  the 
regulation.  Comments  that  provide  the 
factual  basis  supporting  the  views  and 
suggestions  presented  are  particularly 
helpful  in  evaluating  the  eflects  of  the 
rule  and  determining  whether  additional 
rulemaking  is  needed.  Comments  are 
specifically  invited  on  the  overall 
regulatory,  economic,  environmental 
and  energy  aspects  of  the  rule  that  might 
suggest  a  need  to  modify  the  rule. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
•  delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator. 
Section  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  39.14)  is 
amended  by  adding  the  following 
Airworthiness  Directive: 

North  American.  Applies  to  all  AT-6D  (SN)- 
5).  AT-6F  (SNI-6).  SNJ-7  and  T-6G 
aircraft  equipped  with  single  piece 
design  horizontal  stabilizer  rear  spar 
connector  fittings  (P/N  77-21021, 4 
fittings  per  spar).  This  AD  does  not  apply 
to  those  aircraft  equipped  with  two  piece 


design  connector  fittings  (P/Ns  77-21021- 
3  and  77-21021-4,  8  fittings  per  spar). 

Accomplish  the  following: 

(a)  Within  20  flight  hours  after  the  effective 
date  of  this  AD  and  every  20  flight  hours 
thereafter  until  (b)  is  accomplished: 

1.  Remove  the  fuselage  to  vertical  stabilizer 
fairing  assembly  and  the  rear  fairing 
assemblies  at  the  horizontal  stabilizer. 

2.  Visually  check  the  spar  connector  fittings 
for  cracks.  If  cracks  are  found,  fitting  must  be 
replaced  with  an  airworthy  part  before  , 
further  flight 

(b)  At  next  annual  inspection: 

1.  Remove  the  fuselage  to  vertical  stabilizer 
fairing  assembly  and  the  rear  fairing 
assemblies  at  the  horizontal  stabilizer. 

2.  Remove  the  V4-inch  bolt  which  attach  the 
upper  and  lower  spar  connection  fittings  (P/N 
77-21021)  of  the  rear  spar  assembly. 

3.  Remove  the  4  connection  fittings  from 
the  spar,  remove  paint  from  the  connection 
fittings,  and  check  for  cracks  using  standard 
dye  penetrant  inspection  methods.  Replace 
any  cracked  fittings  with  serviceable  ones 
and  repaint  all  others.  (See  note) 

4.  Inspect  for  fit  between  the  connection 
fittings  and  the  spar  with  a  feeler  gage  prior 
to  installation  of  the  bolts.  If  gaps  greater 
than  0.010  in.  exist,  shims  are  necessary. 

5.  Fabricate  aluminum  shims  3Vk 

inches  X  ‘Vie  inch  and  of  necessary  thickness, 
and  place  on  either  side  of  spar  flanges, 
maintaining  a  parallel  overall  dimension  to  fit 
inside  the  connection  fitting  with  a  maximum 
clearance  of  0.010  inches. 

6.  Drill  holes  through  the  shims  to  match 
those  in  the  fitting.  Remove  all  chips  and 
reinstall  the  various  parts,  including  fairings. 

Note. — One  source  of  replacement  fittings 
is  Banaire  Enterprises,  962  E.  Lincoln  St., 
Banning,  California  92220  (Tel.  (714)  849- 
8323). 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
July  13, 1981. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  {>f  1958.  as  amended,  (49  U.S.C.  134(a), 
1421,  and  1423);  Sec.  6(c).  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c));  14 
CFR  11.89) 

Note.— The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
regulation  is  an  emergency  regulation  that  is 
not  major  under  Section  8  of  Executive  Order 
12291.  It  is  impracticable  for  the  Agency  to 
follow  the  procedures  of  Order  12291  with 
respect  to  this  rule  since  the  rule  must  be 
issued  immediately  to  correct  an  unsafe 
condition  in  Aircraft.  It  has  been  further 
determined  that  this  document  involves  an 
emergency  regulation  under  DOT  Regulatory 
Policies  and  Procedures  (44  FR 11034, 
February  24, 1979).  If  this  action  is 
subsequently  determined  to  involve  a 
significant  regulation,  a  final  regulatory 
evaluation  or  analysis,  as  appropriate,  will  be 
prepared  and  placed  in  the  regulatory  docket 
(otherwise,  an  evaluation  is  not  required).  A 
copy  t>f  it  when  filed,  may  be  obtained  by 
contacting  the  person  identified  under  the 
caption  "FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT." 

This  rule  is  a  final  order  of  the 
Administrator  under  the  Federal 
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Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended.  As 
such,  it  is  subject  to  review  only  by  the 
courts  of  appeals  of  the  United  States,  or 
the  United  States  Court  of  Appeals  for 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  Illinois  on  June  23, 
1981, 

Frederick  Isaac, 

Acting  Director,  Great  Lakes  Region. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19592  Filed  7-2-81;  8:45  am) 
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14  CFR  Part  39 

[Docket  No.  81-SO-37;  Arndt.  No.  39-4155] 

Airworthiness  Directives;  Piper  Model 
PA-31  Series  Airplanes  . 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. _ 

summary:  This  amendment  adopts  a 
new  Airworthiness  Directive  (AD) 
which  requires  inspection,  and  if  cracks 
are  found,  reinforcement  of  the 
horizontal  stabilizer  rear  spar  and 
replacement  of  the  existing  elevator 
outboard  hinges  on  certain  Piper 
Aircraft  Corporation  Models  PA-31 
series  airplanes.  This  AD  is  needed  to 
prevent  binding  of  the  elevator  which 
could  result  in  possible  loss  of  control  of 
the  airplane. 

DATES:  Effective  July  15, 1981. 
Compliance  Schedule — As  prescribed  in 
body  of  AD. 

ADDRESSES:  The  applicable  Piper 
Service  Bulletin  No.  687,  dated  March 
20, 1981,  may  be  obtained  from  Piper 
Aircraft  Corporation,  820  East  Bald 
Eagle  Street,  Lockhaven,  Pennsylvania 
17745. 

A  copy  of  the  Service  Bulletin  is  also 
contained  in  the  Rules  Docket,  Room 
275,  Engineering  and  Manufacturing 
Branch,  FAA,  Southern  Region,  3400 
Norman  Berry  Drive,  East  Point,  Georgia 
30344. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Charles  L.  Perry,  Aerospace  Engineer, 
Engineering  and  Manufacturing  Branch, 
FAA,  Southern  Region,  P.O.  Box  20636, 
Atlanta,  Georgia  30320,  telephone  (404) 
763-7407. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  There 
have  been  reports  of  cracks  in  the 
horizontal  stabilizer  rear  spar  at  the 
elevator  outboard  hinge  attachment 
point  on  certain  Piper  PA-31  series 
airplanes.  This  condition,  if  not 
corrected,  could  cause  binding  of  the 
elevator  which  may  result  in  possible 
loss  of  control  of  the  airplane.  Since  this 
situation  is  likely  to  exist  or  develop  on 
other  airplanes  of  the  same  type  design, 
an  Airworthiness  Directive  is  being 


issued  which  requires  inspection,  and  if 
cracks  are  found,  reinforcement  of  the 
horizontal  stabilizer  rear  spar,  and 
replacement  of  the  existing  elevator 
outboard  hinges  on  certain  Piper  PA-31 
series  airplanes. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
the  immediate  adoption  of  this 
regulation,  it  is  found  that  notice  and 
public  procedure  hereon  are 
impracticable  and  good  cause  exists  for 
making  this  amendment  effective  in  less 
than  30  days. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 

§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  39.13)  is  amended 
by  adding  the  following  new 
Airworthiness  Directive  (AD): 

Piper  Aircraft  Corporation:  Applies  to  certain 
PA-31  series  airplanes  certificated  in  all 
categories: 

Models  Affected  and  Serial  Numbers 
Affected 

PA-31,  PA-31-300,  PA-31-325—31-2  through 

31-8012081 

PA-31-350—31-5001  through  31-8052180 

Compliance  is  required  as  indicated,  unless 
already  accomplished. 

To  prevent  possible  failure  of  the 
horizontal  stabilizer  rear  spar  at  the  elevator 
outboard  hinge  attachment  point,  accomplish 
the  following  within  50  hours  time  in  service 
after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD  or  before 
the  accumulation  of  500  hours  time  in  service, 
whichever  occurs  later. 

(a)  Fully  deflect  the  elevator  up  and  down 
to  gain  access  to  the  outboard  hinges  at  their 
point  of  attachment  to  the  stabilizer  rear 
spar. 

(b)  With  a  lOx  magnifier,  inspect  the  spar 
at  the  hinge  attachment  area  and  the  spar 
radius  forward  of  the  hinge  attachment  for 
cracks. 

(c)  If  no  cracks  are  found: 

(1)  One  at  a  time,  remove  and  measure  all 
outboard  hinge  mounting  screws.  If  any 
screw  length  exceeds  .71  inch,  replace  with 
new  screw.  Piper  Part  No.  70353-02. 

(2)  Thereafter,  at  intervals  not  to  exceed 
100  hours  time  in  service  from  the  previous 
inspection,  inspect  the  rear  spar  at  the 
outboard  hinge  attachment  area  in 
accordance  with  paragraphs  (a)  and  (b) 
above,  and  comply  with  paragraph  (d)  when 
cracks  are  found. 

(3)  When  Piper  Part  No.  764  054,  Stabilizer/ 
Elevator  Outboard  Hinge  Replacement  Kit 
has  been  installed  on  both  sides,  the 
repetitive  inspections  required  by  paragraph 
(c)(2)  may  be  discontinued. 

(d)  If  cracks  are  found,  before  further  flight: 

(1)  Install  Stabilizer  Rear  Spar  Modification 
and  Outboard  Hinge  Replacement  Kit,  Piper 
Part  No.  764  055. 

(2)  If  only  one  side  is  cracked,  install 
Modification  and  Replacement  Kit,  Piper  Part 
No.  764  055  on  cracked  side  and  Piper 
Replacement  Kit  Part  No.  764  054  on  the 
uncracked  side.  In  lieu  of  installing 
replacement  kit  on  the  uncracked  side. 


inspect  for  cracks  at  intervals  not  to  exceed 
100  hours  time  in  service  from  the  previous 
inspection  in  accordance  with  paragraphs  (a) 
and  (b)  above. 

(e)  llie  installation  of  either  Kit  No.  764  054 
or  764  055  will  relieve  the  repetitive 
inspection  requirements  of  this  AD. 

(f)  Make  appropriate  maintenance  record 
entry. 

Upon  submission  of  substantiating  data, 
through  an  FAA  Aviation  Safety  Inspector, 
the  Chief.  Engineering  and  Manufacturing 
Branch,  FAA,  Southern  Region,  may  adjust 
the  inspection  intervals.  An  equivalent 
method  of  compliance  may  be  approved  by 
the  Chief,  Engineering  and  Manufacturing 
Branch,  FAA  Southern  Region. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
July  15, 1981. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  195&  as  amended  (49  U.S.Q  1354(a), 
1421,  and  1423);  Sec.  6(c],  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c));  14 
CFR  11.89) 

Note. — ^The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
regulation  is  an  emergency  regulation  that  is 
not  major  under  Section  8  of  Executive  Order 
12291.  It  is  impracticable  for  the  agency  to 
follow  the  procedures  of  Order  12291  with 
respect  to  this  rule  since  the  rule  must  be 
issued  immediately  to  correct  an  unsafe 
condition  in  aircraft.  It  has  been  further 
determined  that  this  document  involves  an 
emergency  regulation  under  DOT  Regulatory 
Policies  and  Procedures  (44  FR 11034; 
February  26, 1979).  If  this  action  is 
subsequently  determined  to  involve  a 
significant  regulation,  a  flnal  regulatory 
evaluation  or  analysis,  as  appropriate,  will  be 
prepared  and  placed  in  the  regulatory  docket 
(otherwise,  an  evaluation  is  not  required).  A 
copy  of  it  when  tiled,  may  be  obtained  by 
contacting  the  person  identified  under  the 
caption  "FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT.” 

Issued  in  East  Point  Georgia,  on  July  24. 
1981. 

George  R.  LaCaille, 

Acting  Director,  Southern  Region. 

|FR  Doc.‘81-19591  Filed  7-2-81: 8:45  ani| 

BILUNQ  CODE  4910-13-M 


14  CFR  Part  71 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  81-ASO-17] 

Designation  of  Federal  Airways,  Area 
Low  Routes,  Controiied  Airspace,  and 
Reporting  Points;  Alteration  of  Federal 
Airway 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  action  alters  a  low 
altitude  airway.  The  change  will 
eliminate  the  segment  of  V-7  from  Cross 
City,  Fla.,  via  Greenville,  Fla.,  to  Wire 
Grass,  Ala.,  and  redefine  it  via 
Tallahassee,  Fla.,  to  Wire  Grass.  This 
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alteration  is  responsive  to  current  traffic 
flow  requests  and  will  provide  an 
economical  advantage  to  both  VFR  and 
IFR  flights. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  October  1. 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Charles  R.  Home,  Airspace  Regulations 
and  Obstructions  Branch  (AAT-230), 
Airspace  and  Air  Traffic  Rules  Division, 
Air  Traffic  Service,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  800  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591: 
telephone:  (202)  426-8783. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

History 

On  May  7, 1981,  the  FAA  proposed  to 
amend  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  to  alter  the 
description  of  V-7  from  Wire  Grass, 

Ala.,  to  Cross  City,  Fla.  (46  FR  25467). 
Interested  persons  were  invited  to 
participate  in  this  rulemaking 
proceeding  by  submitting  written 
comments  on  the  proposal  to  the  FAA. 

No  comments  objecting  to  the  proposal 
were  received.  Except  for  editorial 
changes,  this  amendment  is  that 
proposed  in  the  notice.  Section  71.123 
was  republished  on  January  2, 1981  (46 
FR409). 

The  Rule 

This  amendment  to  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regidations  (14  CFR 
Part  71)  will  eliminate  the  segment  of  V- 
7  from  Cross  City,  Fla^  via  Greenville, 

Fla.,  to  Wire  Grass,  Ala.,  and  redefine  it 
via  Tallahassee,  Fla.,  to  Wire  Grass. 

This  alteration  is  responsive  to  current 
traffic  flow  requests  and  will  provide  an 
economical  advantage  to  both  VFR  and  v 
,  IFR  flights. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me.  Section  71.123  of  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
(14  CFR  Part  71)  as  republished  (46  FR 
409)  is  amended,  effective  0901  GMT, 
October  1, 1981,  by  deleting  from  the 
description  of  V-7  the  words 
“Greenville,  Fla."  and  substituting  for 
them  the  words  “Tallahassee,  Fla.” 

(Secs.  307(a)  and  313(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958  (49  U.S.C  13^a)  and  1354(a)):  Sec. 
6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
U.S.C.  1655(c)):  and  14  CFR  11.69) 

The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
regulation  only  involves  an  established 
body  of  technical  regulations  for  which 
frequent  and  routine  amendments  are 
necessary  to  keep  them  operationally 
current.  It,  therefore — (1)  is  not  a  “major 
rule”  under  Executive  Order  12291;  (2)  is 
not  a  “significant  rule”  under  DOT 
Regulatory  Policies  and  Procedures  (44 
FR  11034:  February  26, 1979);  (3)  does 


not  warrant  preparation  of  a  regulatory 
evaluation  as  the  anticipated  impact  is 
so  minimal;  and  (4)  at  promulgation,  will 
not  have  a  significant  effect  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities 
under  the  criteria  of  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act. 

Issued  in  Washington,  O.C.,  on  June  29. 
1981. 

B.  Keith  Potts, 

Acting  Chief,  Airspace  and  Air  Traffic  Rules 
Division. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19598  Filed  7-2-81  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  49ie-13-M 


14  CFR  Part  71 

[Airspace  Docket  Number  80-CE-2S] 

Designation  of  Federal  Airways,  Area 
Low  Point  Routes,  Controlled  Airspace 
and  Reporting  Points;  Designation  of 
Transition  Area— Elkhart,  Kansas 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  nature  of  this  Federal 
Action  is  to  designate  a  700-foot 
transition  area  at  Elkhart,  Kansas,  to 
provide  controlled  airspace  for  aircraft 
executing  a  new  instrument  approach 
procedure  to  the  Elkhart-Morton  County 
Airport,  Elkhart,  Kansas,  utilizing  the 
Elkhart  Non-Directional  Radio  Beacon 
(NDB)  as  a  navigational  aid. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  October  1, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Charles  Bumstead,  Airspace  Specialist, 
Operations,  Procedures  and  Airspace 
Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division,  ACE^-532, 
FAA,  Central  Region,  601  East  12th 
Street,  Kansas  City,  Missouri  64106, 
Telephone  (816)  374-3408. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  To 
enhance  airport  usage  a  new  instrument 
approach  procedure  to  the  Elkhart- 
Morton  County  Airport,  Elkhart,  Kansas, 
is  being  established  utilizing  the  Elkhart 
NDB  as  a  navigational  aid.  The 
establishment  of  an  instrument 
approach  procedure  based  on  this 
approach  aid  entails  designation  of  a 
transition  area  at  Elkhart,  Kansas,  at 
and  above  700  feet  above  the  ground 
(AGL)  within  which  aircraft  are 
provided  air  traffic  control  service.  The 
intended  effect  of  this  action  is  to  ensure 
segregation  of  aircraft  using  the  new 
approach  procedure  under  Instrument 
Flight  Flight  Rules  (IFR)  and  other 
aircraft  operating  under  Visual  Flight 
Rules  (Vra). 

Discussion  of  Comments 
On  pages  22202  and  22203  of  the 
Federal  Register  dated  April  16, 1981, 


the  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
published  a  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rulemaking  which  would  amend  Section 
71.181  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  so  as  to  designate  a 
transition  area  at  Elkhart,  Kansas. 
Interested  persons  were  invited  to 
participate  in  this  rulemaking 
proceeding  by  submitting  written 
comments  on  the  proposal  to  the  FAA. 

No  objections  were  received  as  a  result 
of  the  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking. 

Accordingly,  Subpart  G,  Section 
71.181  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  71.181)  as 
republished  on  January  2, 1981  (46  FR 
540),  is  amended  effective  0901  GMT 
October  1, 1981,  by  adding  the  following 
new  transition  area: 

Elkhart,  Kansas  '' 

That  airspace  extending  upwards  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  5.5  mile 
radius  of  the  Elkhart-Morton  County  Airport 
(Latitude  37°00'00"  N,  Longitude.  101°53'00' 

W)  and  within  3  miles  each  side  of  the 
Elkhart  NDB  (Latitude  37°00'04.7"  N. 

Longitude  101°53'02''  W)  164°  bearing, 
extending  from  the  5.5  miles  radius  area  to  6.5 
miles  southeast  of  the  Elkhart  NDB. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  as 
amended  (49  U.S.C.  1348);  Sec.  6(c), 
Department  of  Transportation  Act  (40  U.S.C. 
1655(c)):  Sec.  11.69  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  11.69)) 

The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
regulation  only  involves  an  established 
body  of  technical  regulations  for  which 
frequent  and  routine  amendment'  are 
necessary  to  keep  them  operationally 
current.  It,  therefore — (1)  is  not  a  “major 
rule”  under  Executive  Order  12291:  (2)  is 
not  a  “significant  rule”  under  DOT 
Regulatory  Policies  and  Procedures  (44 
FR  11034:  February  26, 1979);  (3)  does 
not  warrant  preparation  of  a  regulatory 
evaluation  as  the  anticipated  impact  is 
so  minimal;  and  (4)  will  not  have  a 
significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities 
under  the  criteria  of  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act. 

Issued  in  Kansas  City,  Missouri,  on  June  22, 
1981. 

]ohn  E.  Shaw, 

Acting  Director,  Central  Region. 

|FK  Doc.  81-19597  Filed  7-2-81: 8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4910-13-M 


14  CFR  Part  75 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  81-AGL-3] 

Estabiishment  of  Jet  Routes  and  Area 
High  Routes;  Alteration  of  Jet  Route 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 
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action:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  alters  Jet 
Route  No.  60  between  Joliet,  Ill.,  and 
Dryer,  Ohio,  by  realigning  the  route  over 
Goshen,  Ind.  This  action  increases 
aviation  safety  by  utilizing  an  additional 
navigation  aid  which  enables  aircraft  to 
maintain  the  centerline  of  J-60. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  October  1, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Lewis  W.  Still,'  Airspace  Regulations 
and  Obstructions  Branch  (AAT-230). 
Airspace  and  Air  Traffic  Rules  Division, 
Air  Traffic  Service,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  800  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591; 
telephone:  (202)  426-8783. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

History 

On  May  7, 1981,  the  FAA  proposed  to 
amend  Part  75  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  75)  to  alter  Jet 
Route  1-60  between  Joliet,  Ill.,  and 
Dryer,  Ohio,  by  realigning  the  route  over 
Goshen,  Ind.  (46  FR  25468).  Aircraft  have 
been  experiencing  some  difficulty 
remaining  on  the  route  centerline,, 
thereby  causing  some  air  traffic  control  , 
problems  for  departures  from  the 
Chicago,  Ill.,  area.  This  action  increases 
aviation  safety  by  adding  an  additional 
navigational  aid.  Interested  persons 
were  invited  to  participate  in  this 
rulemaking  proceeding  by  submitting 
written  comments  on  the  proposal  to  the 
FAA.  No  comments  objecting  to  the 
proposal  were  received.  Except  for 
editorial  changes,  this  amendment  is 
that  proposed  in  the  notice.  Section 
75.100  was  republished  on  January  2. 
1981  (46  FR  834). 

The  Rule 

This  amendment  to  Part  75  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR 
Part  75)  changes  the  description  of  J-60 
by  altering  the  centerline  between  Joliet. 
Ill.,  and  Dryer,  Ohio,  via  Goshen,  Ind. 
This  action  permits  pilots  to  remain  on 
the  centerline  in  this  area,  thereby 
increasing  aviation  safety. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 
Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me.  Section  75.100  of  Part 
75  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
(14  CFR  Part  75)  as  republished  and 
amended  (46  FR  834  and  24170),  is 
further  amended,  effective  0901  GMT, 
October  1, 1981,  as  follows: 

§75.100  (Amended) 

By  amending  Jet  Route  No.  60  by 
deleting  the  words  “Joliet.  111.;  Dryer.  . 
Ohio:"  and  substituting  for  them  the 


words  “Joliet.  111.;  Goshen.  Ind.;  Dryer, 
Ohio:" 

(Secs.  307(a)  and  313(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  13^a)  and  1354(a)):  Sec. 
6(c).  Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
U.S.C.  1655(c)}:  and  14  CFR  11.69) 

The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
regulation  only  involves  an  established 
body  of  technical  regulations  for  which 
frequent  and  routine  amendments  are 
necessary  to  keep  them  operationally 
current.  It,  therefore — (1)  is  not  a  “major 
rule"  under  Executive  Order  12291;  (2)  is 
not  a  “significant  rule"  under  DOT 
Regulatory  Policies  and  Procedures  (44 
FR  11034:  February  26, 1979);  (3)  does 
not  warrant  preparation  of  a  regulatory 
evaluation  as  the  anticipated  impact  is 
so  minimal;  and  (4)  at  promulgation,  will 
not  have  a  significant  effect  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities 
under  the  criteria  of  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June  29. 
1981. 

B.  Keith  Potts, 

Acting  Chief,  Airspace  and  Air  Traffic  Rules 
Division. 

pK  Ooc.  Bl-19599  Filed  7-2-»l;  8:45  ami 

BI  LUNG  CODE  4S10-13-M 


COMMODITY  FUTURES  TRADING 
COMMISSION 

17  CFR  Parts  1  and  4 

Revisions  of  Commodity  Pool 
Operator  and  Commodity  Trading 
Advisor  Regulations;  Deferral  of 
Effective  Date 

agency:  Commodity  Futures  Trading 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Final  rules:  deferral  of  effective 
date. 

summary:  On  May  8, 1981,  the 
Commodity  Futures  Trading 
Commission  (“Commission")  adopted 
revisions  to  Part  4  of  its  regulations  (17 
CFR  Part  4),  which  relates  to  the 
activities  of  commodity  pool  operators 
and  commodity  trading  advisors  (the 
“Part  4  rules").  46  FR  26004.  On  that 
date,  the  Commission  also  revised  §  1.33 
of  its  regulations  (17  CFR  1.33).  46  FR 
26000.  Those  revisions  were  originally 
scheduled  to  become  effective  on  July  1. 
1981.  The  Commission  has  now  decided 
to  defer  the  effective  date  of  certain  of 
the  Part  4  rules  and  of  §  1.33  until 
August  24, 1981.  The  Commission  is 
taking  this  action  to  allow  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  to  complete  its 
review  under  the  Paperwork  Reduction 


Act  of  1980.  44  U.S.C.  3507.  . 

DATE:  The  sections  specified  in  the 
Supplementary'  Information  below  will 
become  effective  on  August  24. 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Barbara  R.  Stem,  Special  Counsel.  Front 
Office  Audit  Unit,  or  David  S.  Mitchell. 
Esq.,  Division  of  Trading  and  Markets. 
Commodity  Futures  Trading 
Commission,  2033  K  Street  NW.. 
Washington,  D.C.  20581.  Telephone: 

(202)  254-8955. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  For  the 

reasons  stated  above,  the  Commission 
has  deferred  until  August  24. 1981  the 
effective  date  of  revisions  of  certain  of 
the  Part  4  rules  and  of  §  1.33.  With 
respect  to  Part  4,  the  Commission  has 
deferred  the  effective  date  of  §  §  4.1, 4.2. 
4.13(b).  4.13(c).  4.21,  4.22,  4.23,  4.31  and 
4.32.  Several  of  those  rules,  however, 
revise  already-existing  Commission 
regulations — specifically.  §  §  1.33. 4.21. 
4.22,  4.23,  4.31  and  4.32  (17  CFR  1.33, 

4.21,  4.22,  4.23,  4.31  and  4.32  (1980J). 

Those  existing  regulations  wilL 
therefore,  remain  in  effect  until 
superseded  by  the  revised  regulations 
on  August  24. 1961. 

In  view  of  this  extension  the 
effective  date,  the  Commission  wishes 
to  reiterate  its  position  with  respect  to 
compliance  with  the  revised  Part  4  rules. 
As  the  Commission  stated  when  it 
adopted  those  revisions,  *  the 
Commission  will  not  take  enforcement 
action  against  any  person  solely  on  the 
basis  of  that  person's  compliance  with 
the  revised  Part  4  rules  prior  to  their 
effective  date  in  lieu  of  compliance  with 
the  existing  rules.  This  position, 
how'ever,  requires  a  total  and  not 
selective,  compliance  with  the  revised 
rules.  In  addition,  the  Commission  will 
not  take  enforcement  action  against  a 
registrant  who  prepares  its  Disclosure 
Document  in  accordance  with  the 
existing  Part  4  rules  prior  to  the  August 
24, 1981  effective  date  of  the  revised 
rules  and  who  uses  such  Document 
following  that  date.  A  Document 
prepared  under  the  existing  rules  can 
only  be  used,  however,  for  six  months 
after  the  August  24, 1981  effective  date. 
See  §  4.21(e)  for  commodity  pool 
operators  ‘  and  §  4.31(e]  for  commodity 
trading  advisors.’ 

(Secs.  2(aKl).  4b.  4c.  4/.  4in.  4in.  4n.  4o.  8a  and 
19  of  the  Commodity  Exchange  Act.  7  U.S.C. 
2,  6b,  6c.  6/.  6m.  6n.  6o,  12a  and  23) 

'46  FR  26004.  26005  (May  &  1961). 

*/t/.  al  26018. 

'■/rf.  at  26022. 
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Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  July  1, 1981 
by  the  Commission. 

)ane  K.  Stuckey, 

Secretary,  Commodity  Futures  Trading 
Commission. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19840  Filed  7-2-81: 8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  6351-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Employment  and  Training 
^  Administration 

20  CFR  Part  653 

Fiscal  Year  1981  Veterans  Indicators 
of  Compliance 

agency:  Employment  and  Training 
Administration,  Labor. 
action:  Final  rule. 

« 

summary:  These  regulations  are 
published  to  establish  the  FY  1981  levels 
for  veterans  preference  indicators  of 
compliance  used  by  the  Department  of 
Labor  to  monitor  State  employment 
service  agencies  to  ensure  that  veteran 
applicants  receive  priority  service. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  August  5, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Sam  Hirabayashi,  Director,  Office  of 
Program  Review,  United  States 
Employment  Service.  Room  8306,  Patrick 
Henry  Building,  601  "D”  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20213,  Telephone:  202- 
376-6914. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Department  of  Labor  published 
proposed  regulations  for  the  FY  1981 
compliance  levels  on  January  21, 1981,  at 
46  FR  6017.  Interested  persons  were 
advised  to  submit  comments  on  the 
proposed  levels  until  February  20, 1981. 
The  Department  received  fourteen 
comments  from  components  of  the 
public  employment  system. 

Comments  dealt  largely  with  changes 
in  the  proposed  placement  floor  level 
indicators  for  individual  States.  The 
comments  were  based  on  alternative 
economic  assumptions  from  those  used 
by  the  Department  in  establishing  the 
proposed  rule.  The  Department  has 
reviewed  these  comments  and 
determined  that  no  additional  changes 
will  be  made  to  the  FY  1981  Veterans 
Preference  Indicators  of  Compliance. 
The  Department  wishes  to  point  out  in 
this  regard  that  economic  conditions 
substantially  different  from  those  on 
which  the  indicator  levels  were  based 
may  be  considered  good  cause  under  20 
CFR  653.230(k)(2]  for  not  meeting  the 
Indicators  of  Compliance. 


While  the  amendment  is  effective  on 
August  5, 1981,  these  Indicators  of 
Compliance  will  be  used  to  judge 
performance  for  all  of  FY  1981. 

The  amendments  in  this  document  are 
not  major  pursuant  to  the  terms  of 
Executive  Order  No.  12291.  They  impose 
no  new  regulatory  requirements,  and 
ease  the  previous  Indicators  of 
Compliance  for  the  affected  State 
agencies.  Pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  604(b},  I 
hereby  certify  that  the  amendments  in 
this  document  do  not  have  a  significant 
economic  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities.  The  Indicators 
of  Compliance  apply  to  the  performance 
of  State  agencies,  which  are  not  small 
entities  as  defined  at  5  U.S.C.  601  (5)  and 
(6). 

These  regulations  arise  imder  the 
program  described  in  Catalog  of  Federal 
Domestic  Assistance  No.  17.202, 
"Employment  Service.” 

Accordingly,  §  653.230  of  Part  653  of 
Chapter  V  of  Title  20,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  is  amended  as  follows: 

1.  The  section  heading  is  revised  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  653.230  Veterans  preference  indicators 
of  compiiance  for  fiscai  year  1981. 
***** 

2.  The  table  in  paragraph  (c](l](iii)  is 
amended  by  revising  the  listings  for  the 
States  of  West  Virginia,  Indiana, 
Michigan,  and  Ohio  to  read  as  follows: 

§  653.230  Veterans  preference  indicators 
of  compiiance  for  fiscai  year  1981. 
***** 


(c)  *  *  * 
(1)  *  *  * 
(iii)  *  *  * 


(ill) 

Placed 

•  (percent) 

*  * 

* 

Region  III  (Philadelphia): 

.  19 

Region  V  (Chicago): 

•  • 

• 

Indiana. . 

.  16 

Michigan . . . 

.  14 

Ohio . 

.  16 

• 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  29th  day  of 
June  1981. 

Raymond  ).  Donovan, 

Secretary  of  Labor. 

(FR  Doc.  81-19705  Filed  7-2-81:  8:45  am) 

BILUNQ  CODE  4S10-30-M 


VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 
38  CFR  Part  3 

Effective  Date  of  Forfeiture  for 
Treason 

agency:  Veterans  Administration. 
action:  Final  regulations. 

SUMMARY:  The  Veterans  Administration 
has  amended  its  regulations  governing 
the  effective  date  of  forfeiture  for 
treason.  The  need  for  this  action  results 
from  our  determination  that  the  former 
effective  date  regulations  were  not  in 
agreement  with  the  statute  they 
implement. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  This  change  has 
unlimited  retroactive  effect. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

T.  H.  Spindle,  Jr„  202-389-3005, 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 

pages  19503-04  of  the  Federal  Register  of 
March  31, 1981  the  Veterans 
Administration  published  proposed 
amendments  to  38  CFR  3.500  and  3.669. 
Interested  persons  were  given  until 
April  30, 1981,  to  submit  comments, 
suggestions  or  objections  to  the 
proposal.  None  were  received.  The 
amendments  to  §§  3.500  and  3.669  are 
adopted  as  proposed. 

The  agency  has  determined  that  these 
regulation  changes  are  honmajor  in 
accordance  with  the  requirements  of 
Executive  Order  12291,  Federal 
Regulation.  It  has  also  been  determined 
as  required  by  the  Regulatory  Flexibility 
Act  (l^b.  L  96-354]  that  it  poses  no 
compliance  costs  or  reporting  burdens 
upon  the  public  and  has  no  effect  on 
businesses  or  State  and  local 
Governments. 

Approved:  June  10, 1981. 

D.  Custis, 

Acting  Administrator. 

PART  3— ADJUDICATION 
§  3.500  [Amended] 

1.  Section  3.500  is  amended  as  follows: 

(a)  By  removing  the  words  “his  or  her" 
and  inserting  the  words  "the  payee’s”  in 
paragraph  (b](l];  by  removing  the  words 
“widow  or  widower”  and  “widow’s  or 
widower’s”  and  inserting  the  words 
“surviving  spouse”  and  “surviving 
spouse’s”  in  paragraph  (e);  and  by 
removing  the  words  “widow  or 
widower”  and  inserting  the  words 
“surviving  spouse”  in  paragraph  (n](4). 

(b)  By  revising  paragraph  (s)  as 
follows: 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  128  /  Monday,  July  6,  1981  /  Rules  and  Regulations 


I 


§  3.500  General 

The  effective  date  of  a  rating  which 
results  in  the  reduction  or 
discontinuance  of  an  award  will  be  in 
accordance  with  the  facts  found  except 
as  provided  in  §  3.105.  The  effective 
date  of  reduction  or  discontinuance  of 
an  award  of  pension,  compensation,  or 
dependency  and  indenmity 
compensation  for  a  payee  or  dependent 
will  be  the  earliest  of  the  dates  stated  in 
the  paragraphs  of  this  section  unless 
otherwise  provided.  Where  an  award  is 
reduced,  the  reduced  rate  will  be 
effective  the  day  following  the  date  of 
discontinuance  of  the  greater  benefit.  (38 
U.S.C.  3012(b)) 

***** 

(s)  Treasonable  acts  or  subversive 
activities  (38  U.S.C.  3504  and  3505; 

§§  3.902,  3.903).  (1)  Treasonable  acts. 
Date  of  the  forfeiture  decision  or  date  of 
last  payment,  whichever  is  earlier. 

(2)  Subversive  activities.  Beginning 
date  of  award  or  day  preceding  date  of 
commission  of  subversive  activities  for 
which  convinced,  whichever  is  later. 
***** 

§  3.669  [Amended] 

2.  Section  3.669  is  amended  as  follows: 

(a)  By  removing  the  words  “Chief 
Attorney”  and  inserting  the  words 
“District  Counsel"  in  paragraph  (a). 

(b)  By  revising  paragraph  (b)  as 
follows: 

§  3.669  Forfeiture. 

***** 

(b)  Fraud  or  treasonable  act — (1) 
Fraud.  If  forfeiture  of  rights  is  not 
declared,  payments  shall  be  resumed 
from  date  of  last  pa3anent,  if  otherwise 
in  order.  If  it  is  determined  that  rights 
have  been  forfeited,  benefits  shall  be 
discontinued  effective  the  commencing 
date  of  the  award  or  the  day  preceding 
the  commission  of  the  act  resulting  in 
the  forfeiture,  whichever  is  later. 

(2)  Treasonable  acts.  If  forfeiture  of 
rights  is  not  declared,  payments  shall  be 
resumed  from  date  of  last  payment,  if 
otherwise  in  order.  If  it  is  determined 
that  rights  have  been  forfeited.  beneHts 
shall  discontinued  the  date  of  the 
forfeiture  decision  or  date  of  last 
payment,  whichever  is  earlier. 

«  *  •  *  * 

(38  U.S.C.  210(c)) 

|FR  Doc.  81-19650  Filed  7-2-Bl:  8^15  am) 
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ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40  CFR  Parts  52  and  81 
[A-1-FRL 1637-8] 

Approval  and  Promulgation  of 
implementation  Plans;  Designation  of 
Areas  for  Air  Quality  Planning 
Purposes;  Connecticut  Revisions; 
Correction 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

ACTION:  Final  rulemaking  correction. 

summary:  This  dociunent  corrects  final 
regulations  published  December  23, 1980 
(45  FR  84769),  which  approve,  in  part, 
revisions  to  the  Connecticut  State 
Implementation  Plan  (SIP).  This 
document  makes  four  changes. 

•  First,  it  corrects  a  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  citation  contained  in  the 
December  23, 1980  rules. 

•  Second,  it  changes  the  reference  to 
Coimecticut’s  submittals  from 
“attainment  plans”  to  “State 
Implementation  Plan  revisions."  This 
more  accurately  describes  these 
submittals.. 

•  Third,  it  amends  the  identification 
of  these  plan  revisions.  In  the  December 

23. 1980  rules.  EPA  identified  these 
revisions  by  the  dates  on  which  it 
received  them.  To  make  identification 
easier,  EPA  is  adding  the  dates  on  which 
Connecticut  submitted  the  revisions, 
which  are  often  several  days  earlier. 

•  Fourth,  this  document  adds 
reference  to  a  plan  revision  submitted 
and  received  on  June  5, 1980,  which  EPA 
had  inadvertently  left  out  of  the 
transmittal  package  for  the  December 

23. 1980  rulemaking.  This  addition 
automatically  incorporates  by  reference 
the  June  5  plan  revision  into  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations.  This  eliminates  any 
need  to  publish  the  revision  in  the 
Federal  Register.  All  Connecticut  plan 
revisions  are  on  file  in:  (1)  the  Air 
Compliance  Unit  of  the  State  of 
Connecticut,  (2)  the  Regional  Office,  (3) 
PIRU  (the  EPA  Headquarters  Library), 
and  (4)  the  Office  of  Uie  Federal 
Register. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Betsy  Home,  Air  Branch,  EPA  Region  I, 
Room  1903,  J.  F.  Kennedy  Federal 
Building,  Boston,  Massachusetts  02203, 
(617)  223-5630. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In  FR 

Doc.  80-39786  appearing  at  page  84769 
in  the  Federal  Register  of  December  23, 
1980  the  following  change  should  be 
made:  On  page  84787,  Section  52.390 
should  be  corrected  to  read:  Section 
52.380. 


The  June  5, 1980  submittal  included  a 
generic  public  participation  plan  which 
the  Connecticut  agency  intends  to  use 
for  all  SIP  revisi(H)-related  activities. 

The  revision  was  inadvertently  left  out 
of  the  official  revision  package 
submitted  to  the  Fede^  Register  with 
the  December  23, 1960  Final  Rulemaking 
Notice  (45  FR  84769),  but  the  information 
in  the  submittal  was  discussed  in  the 
Notice. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
605(b)  the  Administrator  has  certified 
that  SIP  approvals  under  Section  110 
and  172  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities.  46 
Fed.  Reg.  8709  (January  27, 1981).  The 
attached  rule  constitutes  a  SIP  approval 
under  Sections  110  and  172  within  the 
terms  of  the  January  27  certification. 

This  action  only  approves  state  actions. 
It  imposes  no  new  requirements. 

Under  Executive  OMer  12291,  EPA 
must  judge  whether  a  regulation  is 
“Major”  and  therefore  subject  to  the 
procedmal  requirements  of  a  Regulatory 
Impact  Analysis.  This  regulation  is  not 
Major  because  it  only  approves  state 
actions  and  imposes  new  requirementsl 
This  regulation  was  submitted  to  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget  for 
review  as  required  by  E.xecutive  Order 
12291. 

Section  110(a)  and  Section  301(a)  of  the  Qean 
Air  Act,  as  amended  (42  U.S.C  410(a)  and 
7601(a)) 

Dated:  ]ane  26. 1961. 

Anne  M.  Gocsnch, 

Administrator. 

Note. — ^Incorporation  by  reference  of  the 
State  Implementation  Plan  for  the  State  of 
Connecticut  was  approved  by  the  Director  of 
the  Federal  Register  on  July  1. 1980. 

PART  52— APPROVAL  AND 
PROMULGATION  OF  THE 
IMPLEMENTATION  PLAN 

Subpart  H— Connecticut 

Part  52  of  Chapter  I,  Title  40  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended 
as  follows: 

§52.390  [Correctly  designated  as  §52.380] 

1.  Section  52.390  should  be  corrected 
to  read  “Section  52.380”. 

§5^370  [Corrected] 

2.  Section  52.370,  paragraph  (cXH)  is 
amended  by  striking  the  introductory 
phrase  “Attainment  plans . . .  received 
on  June  27  and  December  28. 1979  and 
February  1,  May  1.  September  8  and 
Noveml^r  12, 1980.”  and  inserting  in 
place  thereof  the  phrase  “State 
Implementation  Plan  revisions . . . 
submitted  on  June  22. 1979  and  received 
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on  June  27, 1979;  submitted  on  December 
18, 1979  and  received  on  December  28, 
1979;  submitted  on  January  28. 1980  and 
received  on  February  1, 1980;  submitted 
and  received  on  May  1, 1980;  submitted 
and  received  on  June  5, 1980;  submitted 
on  September  2, 1980  and  received  on 
September  8, 1980;  and  submitted  and 
received  on  November  12, 1980. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19637  Filed  7-2-81:  8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  6560-38-M 


[SW-7-FRL  1868-6] 

Iowa;  Approval  of  State  Solid  Waste 
Management  Plan 

40  CFR  Part  256 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  As  provided  by  the  Resource 
Conservation  and  Recovery  Act  (RCRAJ 
the  State  of  Iowa  has  received  Federal 
financial  assistance  for  development  of 
a  State  Solid  Waste  Management  Plan. 
On  December  11, 1980,  the  State  of  Iowa 
submitted  to  the  U.S.  Enviromental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  its  adopted 
State  Solid  Waste  Management  Plan. 
Today,  EPA  is  announcing  its  approval 
of  the  Iowa  Solid  Waste  Management 
Plan.  Approval  of  the  Iowa  plan 
indicates  that  the  plan  meets  the 
requirements  set  forth  in  the  RCRA, 
which  provides  for  the  identiHcation  of 
State,  local  and  regional  responsibilities 
for  solid  waste  management;  the 
encouragement  of  resource  conservation 
recovery;  and  the  development  and 
application  of  state  controls  to  provide 
for  environmentally  sound  solid  waste 
disposal  practices. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  Agency  has  approved 
the  Iowa  Solid  Waste  Management  Plan. 
This  approval  should  be  of  special 
interest  because  of  two  provisions  of  the 
RCRA.  First,  RCRA  requires  that 
effective  with  the  date  of  approval, 
plans  prohibit  the  establishment  of  open 
dumps  in  the  State.  Second,  only  States 
with  approved  plans  can  establish 
compliance  schedules,  for  purposes  of 
RCRA.  for  entities  engaged  in  open 
dumping.  Compliance  schedules  for 
purposes  of  RCRA,  can  be  issued  by  the 
State  where  such  schedules  lead  to  the 
upgrade  of  facilities  classified  as  open 
dumps  by  September  13, 1984.  Open 
dumping  is  prohibited  by  RCRA  except 
where  the  practice  is  on  a  compliance 
schedule  established  under  an  approved 
State  plan. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  6, 1981. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Robert  L.  Morby,  Chief,  Hazardous 
Materials  Branch,  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  324  East  Eleventh 
Street,  Kansas  City,  Missouri  64106, 
telephone  816-374-3307. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background 

On  July  31, 1979  (44  FR  45066)  EPA 
published  “Guidelines  for  the 
Development  of  State  Solid  Waste 
Management  Plans”.  These  guidelines 
were  required  by  Section  4002  (b)  of  the 
Solid  Waste  Disposal  Act,  as  amended 
by  the  Resource  Conservation  and 
Recovery  Act  of  1976  (RCRA). 

The  guidelines  reflected  the  statutory 
requirements  for  State  plans  and 
recommended  methods  and  procedures 
to  meet  these  requirements.  Under 
Section  4007  of  RCRA,  the 
Administrator  approves  State  plans 
which  meet  the  requirements  of 
paragraphs  (1),  (2),  (3),  and  (5)  of  Section 
4003  of  RCRA  and  which  contain 
provisions  for  revisions.  Briefly,  these 
requirements  are: 

1.  The  plan  shall  identify  the 
responsibilities  of  State,  local  and 
regional  authorities  in  the 
implementation  of  the  State  plan;  the 
distribution  of  Federal  funds  to  the 
authorities  responsible  for  development 
and  implementation  of  the  State  plan, 
and  the  means  for  coordinating  regional 
planning  and  implementation  under  the 
State  plan. 

2.  The  Plan  shall  prohibit  the 
establishment  of  the  new  open  dumps 
within  the  State  and  contain 
requirements  that  all  solid  waste  shall 
be  utilized  for  resource  recovery  or 
disposed  of  in  sanitary  landfills,  as 
debned  by  Section  4004(a),  or  otherwise 
disposed  of  in  an  environmentally  sound 
manner.  The  State  prohibition  must  be 
effective  as  of  the  date  on  which  EPA 
approves  the  plan. 

3.  The  plan  shall  provide  for  the 
closing  or  upgrading  of  all  existing  open 
dumps  within  the  State. 

4.  The  plan  shall  provide  that  no  local 
government  within  the  State  shall  be 
prohibited  under  state  or  local  law  from 
entering  into  long-term  contracts  for 
supply  of  solid  waste  to  resource 
recovery  facilities. 

5.  The  plan  must  contain  specific 
provisions  for  revision.  On  December  15, 

1980,  the  Department  of  Environmental 
Quality  submitted  the  final,  officially 
adopted  Solid  Waste  Management  Plan 
for  the  State  of  Iowa.  On  January  8, 

1981,  EPA  sent  a  formal  response  to  the 
Department  of  Environmental  Quality 
outlining  its  concerns  regarding  the  Iowa 
Solid  Waste  Management  Plan.  Among 


EPA  concerns  regarding  the  Iowa 
program  was  the  exemption  from 
regulatory  permitting  for  facilities  which 
generate  and  dispose  solid  wastes  on 
the  same  private  property,  which  is 
owned  or  leased  by  the  facility. 

The  State  has  assured  EPA  that  these 
facilities  must  still  comply  with  all 
statutes  and  regulations,  thereby 
achieving  the  same  level  of 
environmental  protection  as  would  be 
achieved  if  the  facilities  were  permitted. 
Another  EPA  concern  was  coverage  of 
mining  wastes  as  required  by  RCRA. 
Mining  wastes  are  regulated  in  the  State 
of  Iowa  by  the  Soil  Conservation 
Commission,  the  Department  of 
Environmental  Quality  and  possibly 
other  State  agencies.  The  State  has 
assured  EPA  that  mining  wastes  subject 
to  RCRA  Subtitle  D  criteria  will  be 
regulated  by  the  State  in  a  manner 
equivalent  to  that  criteria  by  whichever 
authority  is  appropriate  to  the  task. 

In  a  letter  dated  February  6, 1981,  the 
Department  of  Environmental  Quality 
stated  that  it  was  in  the  process  of 
clarifying  its  rules  which  apply  to  such 
sites  and  that  upon  completion  of  this 
action  no  conflict  will  exist  regarding 
this  issue. 

The  Federal  regulations  define  “open 
dump"  and  prohibit  the  practice  of  open 
dumping.  The  State  Solid  Waste  Plan 
must  similarly  prohibit  the 
establishment  of  new  open  dumps 
within  the  State  and  provide  for  the 
closure  or  upgrade  of  existing  open 
dumps.  The  State  Solid  Waste  Plan  must 
also  provide  the  use  of  compliance 
schedules  for  entities  engaged  in  open 
dumping  where  those  entities  can 
demonstrate  that  they  are  unable  to 
utilize  other  public  or  private  solid 
waste  management  alternatives  to 
comply  with  the  open  dumping 
prohibition. 

Finding 

Section  4007  of  RCRA  contains  the 
statutory  policy  for  approval  of  State 
Plans.  The  authority  to  approve  State 
Plans  under  Section  4007  of  RCRA  has 
been  delegated  to  the  Regional 
Administrator.  I  have  reviewed  for 
approval  the  Iowa  solid  waste 
management  plan  submitted  on 
December  15, 1980,  as  clarified  by 
subsequent  correspondence  from  the 
State.  Consistent  with  the  provisions  of 
Section  4007  of  RCRA  I  hereby  approve 
the  document  Solid  Waste  Management 
in  the  State  of  Iowa  as  clarified. 

The  State  of  Iowa  has  provided 
assurance  that  the  State  Program 
prohibits  the  establishment  of  open 
dumps.  Also,  pursuant  to  the  plan,  the 
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State  program  provides  compliance 
schedules  for  entities  engaged  in  open 
dumping.  As  of  this  date  entities 
engaged  in  open  dumping  may,  pursuant 
to  the  plan,  approach  the  State  for 
further  information  on  compliance 
schedules  and  necessary 
demonstrations.  The  RCRA  prohibition 
of  open  dumping  does  not  extend  to 
open  dumping  under  such  compliance 
schedules. 

Compliance  With  Executive  Order  12291 

Under  Executive  Order  12291,  EPA 
must  judge  whether  a  rule  is  “major” 
and,  therefore,  subject  to  the 
requirement  for  a  Regulatory  Impact 
Analysis.  Approval  of  the  Iowa  solid 
waste  management  plan  is  not  a 
“Major”  rule  because  it  only  constitutes 
Federal  endorsement  of  a  State  program 
and  State  activities  already  duly 
adopted  and  operative  regardless  of 
Federal  approval.  EPA  approval  of  the 
plan  does  not  result  in  an  annual  effect 
on  the  economy  of  $100  million  or  more; 
does  not  result  in  major  increases  in 
costs  or  prices;  and  passes  no  significant 
adverse  effects  on  competition, 
employment,  investment,  productivity, 
innovation  or  the  ability  of  United 
States-based  enterprises  to  complete 
with  foreign-based  enterprises  in 
domestic  or  export  markets. 

Any  costs  which  the  State  or  the 
regulated  community  must  incur  to 
satisfy  the  State  Plan  arise  not  from  this 
approval  (which  is  prescribed  by  section 
4007(a]  or  RCRA)  but  because  the  Plan 
complies  with  earlier  regulatory 
requirements  issued  by  EPA 
(“Guidelines  for  Development  and 
Implementation  of  State  Solid  Waste 
Management  Plans,”  40  CFR  Part  256, 
and  the  “Criteria  for  Classification  of 
Solid  Waste  Disposal  Facilities  and 
Practices,”  40  CFR  Part  257).  Today’s 
action  neither  alters  these  earlier 
regulatory  requirements  nor  imposes 
new  or  additional  costs. 

The  notice  of  approval  was  submitted 
to  the  Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
for  review  under  Executive  Order  12291. 

Authority:  This  notice  is  issued  under 
authority  of  Section  4007(a]  of  the  Solid 
Waste  Disposal  Act  as  amended  by  the 
Resource  Conservation  and  Recovery  Act  of 
1976,  42  U.S.C.  6947(a). 

Dated:  )une  19, 1981. 

William  W.  Rice, 

Acting  Regional  Administrator. 

|FR  Dor..  81-19651  Filed  7-Z-81: 8:46  amj 

BILLING  CODE  6S60-38-M 


GENERAL  SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

41  CFR  Ch.  1 

[FPR  Temp.  Reg.  53,  Supp.  1] 

Contracting  for  Motion  Picture  and 
Videotape  Productions;  Temporary 
Regulations 

agency:  General  Services 
Administration. 

ACTION:  Temporary  regulation. 

summary:  This  supplement  revises  the 
procedures  for  acquiring  motion  picture 
and  videotape  productions.  The  action  is 
based  on  the  January  26, 1981 
memorandum  by  the  Audio  Visual 
Executive  Agent  designated  by  the 
Office  of  Federal  Procurement  Policy. 
The  intended  effect  is  to  comply  with 
Comptroller  General  Decision  B-198368 
of  December  9, 1980,  that  procurements 
involving  audio-visual  productions  be 
synopsized  in  the  Commerce  Business 
Daily. 

DATES:  Effective  date:  January  26, 1981. 
Expiration  date:  January  26, 1983. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Philip  G.  Read,  Director.  Federal 
Procurement  Regulations  Directorate 
(VR),  Office  of  Acquisition  Policy  (703- 
557-8947). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
supplement  extends  the  expiration  date 
of  FPR  Temporary  Regulation  53  to 
January  26, 1983. 

(Sec.  205(c).  63  Stat  390  (40  U.S.C.  486(c))) 

In  41  CFR  Chapter  1,  the  following 
supplement  is  listed  in  the  appendix  at 
the  end  of  the  chapter. 

June  25. 1981. 

Contracting  for  Motion  Picture  and 
Videotape  Productions 

[Federal  Procurement  Regs.,  Temporary  Reg. 
53,  Supplement  1] 

1.  Purpose.  This  supplement  revises 
FPR  Temporary  Regulation  53. 

2.  Effective  date.  This  supplement  is 
effective  January  26, 1981. 

3.  Expiration  date.  This  supplement 
and  the  related  FPR  Temporary 
Regulation  53  will  continue  in  effect 
until  January  26, 1983,  unless  canceled 
earlier. 

4.  Background. 

a.  The  Office  of  Federal  Procurement. 
Policy  (OFPP)  Policy  Letter  No.  79-4, 
dated  November  28, 1979  (44  FR  70015, 
December  5, 1979),  established  a  system 
for  acquiring  audiovisual  productions. 
This  system  was  implemented  by  FPR 
Temporary  Regulation  53  (45  FR  23688, 
April  8, 1980). 

b.  Comptroller  General  Decision  B- 
198360  of  December  9. 1980,  indicated 


that  the  synopsizing  of  prociuvments 
involving  audiovisual  productions  in  the 
Commerce  Business  Daily  is  required. 

The  Executive  Agent  designated  by 
OFPP  issued  a  January  26, 1981 
memorandum  which  revised  the 
previously  prescribed  procedures. 

Further  changes  may  be  forthcoming. 

5.  Explanation  of  changes.  This 
supplement  implements  the  Executive 
Agent’s  January  26, 1981,  memorandum. 
The  memorandum  is  set  forth  in 
attachment  A  to  this  supplement. 

6.  Effective  on  other  directives. 
Paragraph  3  of  FPR  Temporary 
Regulation  53  is  revised  to  extend  the 
expiration  date  to  January  26. 1983. 

Gerald  P.  Carmen, 

Administrator  of  General  Sendees. 

Attachment  A 

[FI^  Temp.  Reg.  53,  Supp.  1) 

January  26, 1981. 

Memorandum  For  Federal  Audiovisual 
Committee  Members,  OFPP  Agency  Contact 
Points,  QFPL/QVPL  Points  of  Contact 

Subject:  Acquisition  of  Motion  Picture  and 
Videotape  Productions. 

A  recent  decision  by  the  Comptroller 
General  of  the  United  States  may  cause 
revisions  in  the  federal  system  for  acquiring 
audiovisual  productions,  as  directed  in  OfRoe 
of  Federal  Procurement  Policy  (OFPP)  Policy 
Letter  No.  79-4  dated  November  28. 1979. 
OFPP  and  this  office  are  currently  reviewing 
this  decision  and  determining  appropriate 
courses  of  action. 

In  the  interim,  all  motion  picture  and 
videotape  production  requirements,  within 
statutory  dollar  thresholds,  must  be 
synopsized  in  Commerce  Business  Daily. 
Copies  of  the  Request  for  Proposal  (RFP)  will 
be  provided  only  to  requesting  firms  or 
individuals  who  are  included  on  the  Qualified 
Film  Producers  List  (QFPL)  or  Qualified 
Videotape  Producers  List  (QVPL).  subject  to 
conditions  established  by  the  procuring 
agency  such  as  time  limits  or  small  business 
set-asides.  During  this  interim  period,  motion 
picture  and  videotape  production 
requirements  will  continue  to  be  indentifled 
to  the  Executive  Agent  by  memorandum  with 
the  proposed  RFP  attached.  The  Executive 
Agency  will  assign  a  transaction  number  and 
provide  ten  or  more  producers  from  the 
appropriate  random  list  who  must  be  sent 
RiTs  for  that  procurement  Requests  for  more 
than  ten  random  producers,  in  increments  of 
five,  is  left  to  the  descretion  of  the  requesting 
agency,  however,  since  procurements  are 
open  to  all  qualified  producers,  the  requesting 
agency  need  no  longer  specify  producers  of 
choice. 

Procedures  for  reporting  procurement 
information  to  the  ^ecutive  Agent  remain 
the  same.  Proposed  Commerce  Business 
Daily  synopsis  formats  for  film  and  videotape 
productions  are  attached. 

Revised  procedures,  if  any,  will  be 
forwarded  as  soon  as  they  are  developed 
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Questions  may  be  directed  to  Major  Zigler 
(202)  694-4914. 

Vernon  L.  Peterson, 

CoL  USAF,  Director  for  Audiovisual  - 
Management  Policy. 

Film  Synopsis  Format 
T — Qualified  Film  Producers  List  (QFPL) 

Transaction  Number - . 

The  (name  of  agency)  is  soliciting 
proposals  for  the  (production)  (preparation  of 
a  treatment  and  production  estimate)  for  a 
(estimated  length)  film  production  tentatively 

entitled - . 

Research/production  locations  are 


Estimated  production  completion  date  is 


The  following  firms  from  the  QFPL  have 

been  sent  RFPs: - , - , - .  All 

producers  included  on  the  QFPL  may  request 
and  respond  to  this  RFP.  All  proposals  are 

due  by - .  Request  RFP  in  writing 

from  (name,  address,  RFP  number  if 
appropriate). 

Note. — Small  business  set-asides  should 
also  be  addressed  if  appropriate. 

Videotape  Synopsis  Format 

T — Qualified  Videotape  Producers  List 
(QVPL)  Transaction  Number - . 

The  (name  of  agency)  is  soliciting 
proposals  for  the  (production)  (preparation  of 
a  treatment  and  production  estimate)  for  a 
(estimated  length)  videotape  production 
tentatively  entitled - . 

Research/production  locations  are 


Estimated  production  completion  date  is 


The  following  firms  from  the  QVPL  have 

been  sent  RFPs: - , - , - .  All 

producers  included  on  the  QVPL  may  request 
and  respond  to  this  RFP. 

All  proposals  are  due  by - . 

Request  RFP  in  writing  from  (name,  address, 
RFP  number  if  appropriate). 

Note. — Small  business  set-asides  should 
also  be  addressed  if  appropriate. 

|FR  Doc.  S1-19S43  Filed  7-2-81:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6820-C1-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Office  of  Federal  Contract  Compliance 
Programs 

41  CFR  Parts  60-1,  60-2, 60-4,  60-20, 
60-30, 60-50, 60-60,  60-250,  and  60- 
741 

Government  Contractors;  Affirmative 
Action  Requirements;  Further  Deferral 
of  Effective  Date  of  Regulations 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  81-19114,  appearing  on 
page  33033,  on  Friday,  June  26, 1981,  in 
the  second  column,  in  the  first  complete 
paragraph,  the  second  sentence  should 


be  omitted;  the  omitted  lines  read  as 
follows: 

“In  addition,  the  time  period 
mandated  for  consultation  under 
Executive  Order  12291.” 

BILLING  CODE  1505-01-M 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE ' 
COMMISSION 

49  CFR  Parts  1300, 1303, 1304, 1306, 
1307, 1308,  and  1310 

[Ex  Parte  No.  370] 

Tariff  improvement 

agency:  Interstate  Commerce 

Commission. 

action:  Final  rules. 

summary:  In  September  1980,  the 
Commission  published  rules  designed  to 
improve,  simplify  and  modernize  tariffs. 
On  October  17, 1980,  the  Commission 
stayed  the  effective  date  of  two  aspects 
of  rules,  but  upon  reconsideration,  is 
now  vacating  that  order  and  revising 
one  set  of  those  rules.  In  these  final 
rules,  the  standard  point  location  code 
rules  are  revised  to  allow  carriers 
maximum  flexibility  in  selecting  tariff 
codes  used  to  identify  places. 

DATES:  The  revised  rules  become 
effective  July  6, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Martin  E.  Foley  (202)  275-7348. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In  Our 
decision  of  August  14, 1980,  served 
September  8, 1980,  and  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  September  12, 1980, 
(45  FR  60438)  we  adopted  rules  designed 
to  improve,  simplify  and  modernize 
tariffs  (clarified  and  corrected  at  45  FR 
75667,  November  17, 1980).  As  pertinent 
here,  one  set  of  rules  established  a 
standard  code  (FIPS  PUB  55)  as  the  only 
permissible  tariff  place  code  to  be  used 
in  stand-alone  fashion.  The  effective 
date  of  such  rules  was  originally  set  for 
June  30, 1981.  Subsequently,  by  our 
order  of  October  17, 1980,  the 
effectiveness  of  certain  rules  was  stayed 
pending  judicial  review.  We  are  now 
vacating  that  stay  order. 

We  received  19  petitions  for  reopening 
and  reconsideration  of  certain  aspects 
of  the  rules  adopted  by  our  decision  of 
August  14, 1980.  We  have  considered 
these  petitions  and  are  persuaded  that 
our  adoption  of  FIPS  PUB  55  was 
inappropriate  because  it  did  not  give 
adequate  consideration  to  the 
prohibitive  costs  involved  in  converting 
to  the  FIPS  system  from  other  existing 
code  systems.  Therefore,  we  are 


adopting  more  liberal  rules  which  do  not 
prescribe  a  uniform  tariff  code  for 
identification  of  places  in  stand-alone 
fashion;  rather,  we  will  permit  any  code 
to  serve  this  purpose  so  long  as  the  tariff 
user  is  supplied  with  an  explanation  of 
the  chosen  code. 

We  have  also  considered  the  petitions 
requesting  reconsideration  of  other 
aspects  of  our  decision  of  August  14, 

1980.  We  are  not  persuaded  to  revise  our 
earlier  decision  in  those  matters.  The 
petitions  are  denied  except  with  regard 
to  the  FIPS  code. 

Complete  copies  of  the  decision  in  this 
proceeding  can  be  obtained  from  the 
Office  of  the  Secretary,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Washington. 

D.C.  20423. 

Chapter  X  of  Title  49  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  is  amended  by 
revising  §§1300.33, 1303.38, 1304.44, 
1306.19, 1307,17, 1308.14, 1308.111.  and 
1310.35  to  read  as  follows: 

§  — Codes  for  identification  of  places. 

(a)  Definition.  As  used  in  this  part,  the 
term  “code  for  identification  of  places” 
means  any  numeric  or  alphabetic 
system  used  to  represent,  or  identify, 
places,  points,  facilities,  or  locations. 

(b)  Use.  Codes  for  identification  of 
places  may  be  used  instead  of,  or  in 
addition  to,  the  naming  of  places,  points, 
facilities,  or  locations;  provided  that  an 
explanation  of  the  code  (showing  the 
code  together  with  the  name  of  the 
place,  point,  facility,  or  location 
represented  by  the  code]  is  contained  in 
the  same  tariff  utilizing  the  code,  or  in  a 
separate  tariff  specifically  named  as  a 
governing  publication. 

(c)  Listing.  When  codes  for 
identification  of  places  are  used  in  lieu 
of  named  places,  and  if  the  regulations 
in  this  part  require  the  place  names  to 
be  published  in  alphabetical  order,  the 
codes  for  identification  of  places  shall 
be  published  in  numerical  order  (if  a 
numeric  code)  or  in  alphabetical  order 
(if  an  alphabetic  code). 

This  action  will  not  signiHcantly  affect 
either  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment  or  conservation  of  energy 
resources. 

(49  U.S.C.  10762,  5  U.S.C.  553) 

Dated:  June  10, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Acting  Chairman 
Alexis,  Commissioners  Gresham,  Clapp, 
Trantum,  and  Gilliam. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19658  Filed  7-2-81:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  7035-01-M 


Proposed  Rules 


Federal  Register 
Vol.  46,  No.  128 
Monday,  July  6,  1981 


This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  notices  to  8ie  public  of  the 
proposed  issuance  of  rules  and 
regulations.  The  purpose  of  these  notices 
is  to  give  interested  persons  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final 
rules. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

7  CFR  Parts  1125  and  1133 

Milk  in  the  Puget  Sound,  Washington, 
and  Inland  Empire  Marketing  Area^ 
Postponement  of  Hearing  on 
Proposed  Amendments  to  Tentative 
Marketing  Agreements  and  Orders 

agency:  Agricultural  Marketing  Service, 
USDA. 

action:  Postponement  of  public  hearing 
on  proposed  rules. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  postpones 
indefinitely  a  public  hearing  to  consider 
a  proposal  to  merge  the  Puget  Sound 
and  Inland  Empire  marketing  areas 
under  one  Federal  milk  marketing  order. 
The  hearing  was  initially  scheduled  to 
begin  on  July  7, 1981,  in  Seattle, 
Washington,  with  a  session  also 
scheduled  on  July  13  in  Spokane, 
Washington.  A  cooperative  association 
requested  that  the  proceeding  be 
postponed  until  after  it  completes  next 
month  a  series  of  membership  meetings 
on  the  possible  merger  of  certain 
cooperative  associations.  Accordingly, 
the  hearing  is  postponed  until  a  date  to 
be  announced  at  a  later  time. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Maurice  M.  Martin,  Marketing 
Specialist,  Dairy  Division  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Washington, 
D.C.  20250,  (202)  447-7183. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Prior 
document  in  this  proceeding:  Notice  of 
Hearing:  Issued  June  11, 1981;  published 
June  16, 1981  (46  FR  31424). 

A  notice  was  issued  on  June  11, 1981 
(46  FR  31424)  giving  notice  of  a  public 
hearing  to  be  held  beginning  July  7, 1981, 
with  respect  to  proposed  amendments  to 
the  tentative  marketing  agreements  and 
to  the  orders,  regulating  the  handling  of 
milk  in  the  Puget  Sound,  Washington 
and  Inland  Empire  marketing  areas. 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
rules  of  practice  applicable  to  these 


proceedings  (7  CFR  Part  900)  that  the 
said  hearing  is  postponed  until  a  date  to 
be  announced  at  a  later  time. 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C..  on  June  30, 

1981. 

William  T.  Manley, 

Deputy  Administrator,  Marketing  Program 
Operations^ 

[FR  Doc.  81-19706  Filed  7-2-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  3410-02-M 

Animal  and  Plant  Health  inspection 
Service 

9  CFR  Part  51 

Brucellosis  Indemnity  - 

agency:  Animal  and  Plant  Health 
Inspection  Service,  USDA. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  This  document  proposes  to 
amend  the  regulation  relating  to  the 
payment  of  indemnity  for  breeding 
swine  destroyed  because  of  brucellosis. 
This  action  is  needed  to  provide  more 
equitable  compensation  to  owners  of 
such  swine  and  to  encourage  them  to 
eradicate  brucellosis  from  their  herds 
more  expeditiously.  The  intended  effect 
of  this  action  would  be  the  prompt 
elimination  of  infected  breeding  swine 
herds  and  thus  a  reduced  probability 
that  brucellosis  will  spread. 
date:  Comments  on  or  before 
September  4, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Comments  to  Deputy 
Administrator,  USDA,  APHIS,  VS, 
Federal  Building,  Room  870,  6506 
Belcrest  Road,  Hyattsville,  MD  20782. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Dr.  G.  H.  Frye.  USDA.  APHIS.  VS. 
Federal  Building,  Room  804,  6505 
Belcrest  Road,  Hyattsville,  MD  20782, 
301-436-8711. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
proposed  action  has  been  reviewed  in 
conformance  with  Executive  Order , 
12291  and  has  been  determined  to  be  not 
a  “major  rule”  because  this  regulation 
would  result  in  an  annual  effect  on  the 
economy  of  less  than  $100  million; 
would  result  in  no  major  increase  in 
costs  or  prices  for  consumers,  individual 
industries,  Federal,  State  or  local 
government  agencies,  or  geographic 
regions;  and  would  have  no  adverse 
effects  on  competition,  employment. 


investment,  productivity,  or  the  ability 
of  United  States-based  enterprises  to 
compete  with  foreign-based  enterprisf?s 
in  domestic  of  export  markets. 

Additionally,  Elr.  Harry  C.  Mussman. 
Administrator  of  the  Animal  and  Plant 
Health  Inspection  Service,  has 
determined  that  this  action  will  not  have 
a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities 
because  no  more  than  225  small  entities 
own  breeding  swine  herds  which  are 
found  to  be  infected  with  brucellosis 
each  year.  This  compares  with  135,000 
small  entities  which  own  breeding  swine 
herds.  Therefore,  this  proposed  rule,  if 
promulgated,  should  annually  affect  less 
than  .2  percent  of  the  small  entities 
which  own  breeding  swine  herds,  and 
there  would  not  be  a  substantial  number 
of  small  entities  affected  by  this  action. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  the  administrative  procedure 
provisions  in  5  U.S.C.  553,  that  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  Secs.  3, 4.  5. 11.  and 
13,  23  Stat.  32,  as  amended;  Secs.  1  and 
2,  32  StaL  791-792,  as  amended;  Sec.  3, 

33  Stat.  1265,  as  amended;  Sec.  3. 76 
Stat.  130  (21  U.S.C.  111-113, 114, 114a. 
114a-l,  120, 121, 125, 134b;  37  FR  28464: 
28477;  38  FR  19141)  the  Animal  and  Plant 
Health  Inspection  Service  is  considering 
amending  Part  51,  Title  9,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations. 

Brucellosis  is  a  contagious,  infectious, 
and  communicable  disease  which 
affects  animals  and  man  and  is  caused 
by  bacteria  of  the  genus  Brucella.  A 
Cooperative  State-Federal  Brucellosis 
Eradication  Program  to  eliminate 
brucellosis  from  cattle  and  swine  of  the 
United  States  is  being  carried  out  in 
each  of  the  various  states.  Among  the 
tools  being  used  to  eradicate  brucellosis 
in  the  various  states  is  the  testing  of 
cattle  and  swine  herds  for  brucellosis 
with  identification  and  destruction  of 
reactor  animals. 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has 
authority  (21  U.S.C.  114a)  to  idemnify 
owners  of  animals  for  losses  caused  by 
the  destruction  of  brucellosis  affected  or 
exposed  animals.  Presently,  an 
indemnity  payment  of  $25  per  head  for 
registered,  inbred,  and  hybrid  breeding 
swine  or  $10  per  head  for  all  other 
breeding  swine  is  the  maximum  that  can 
be  paid  under  the  applicable  regulation 
(9  CFR  Part  51.3(b)  (1),  (2)  and  (3)). 

It  appears  that  these  rates  are  not 
adequate  under  current  economic 
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conditions  and  do  not  provide  sufficient 
incentive  to  producers  to  cooperate  in 
carrying  out  the  program  procedures 
necessary  to  eliminate  brucellosis  from 
a  herd  or  area.  This  proposal  is  intended 
to  correct  the  apparent  inequities  in 
compensation  and  improve  owner 
participation  by  amending  §  51.3(b]  (1), 

(2)  and  (3)  to  permit  indemnity  payments 
of  up  to  $50  per  head  for  registered, 
inbred,  or  hybrid  breeding  swine  and  up 
to  $25  per  head  for  ail  other  breeding 
swine. 

These  other  alternatives  were 
considered:  (1)  Make  no  revision.  The 
Department  did  not  select  this 
alternative  because  it  was  not 
responsive  to  the  problem.  (2)  Pay  an 
indemnity  equal  to  the  difference 
between  the  market  value  of  the  swine 
destroyed  and  salvage  value  of  the 
swine  destroyed.  The  Department  did 
not  select  this  alternative  because  it 
would  be  too  costly.  (3)  Prohibit  salvage 
of  swine  and  require  destruction  by 
burning  or  burial  and  pay  an  indemnity 
equal  to  full  market  value  of  the  swine 
destroyed.  The  Department  did  not 
select  this  alternative  because  it  would 
be  too  costly  and  could  cause 
environmental  problems.  This  would 
also  preclude  the  use  of  the  meat  for 
human  consumption. 

On  June  27, 1980,  §  51.3(a)  regarding 
the  payment  of  indemnity  for  cattle  was 
amended  by  adding  a  footnote  4  to  set 
forth  the  criteria  which  the  Deputy 
Administrator  uses  to  determine 
whether  to  authorize  federal  indemnity 
payments  at  maximum  rates.  These 
same  criteria  are  used  by  the  Deputy 
Administrator  to  determine  whether  to 
pay  maximum  rates  of  indenmity  for 
breeding  swine  destroyed  because  of 
brucellosis.  Therefore,  this  proposal 
would  amend  the  first  sentences  in 
§  51.3(b)  (1),  (2)  and  (3)  to  make  footnote 
4  applicable  to  the  payment  of 
indemnity  for  swine  destroyed  because 
of  brucellosis.  Further,  this  proposal 
would  amend  footnote  4  to  add  §  51.3(b) 
(1),  (2)  and  (3)  to  the  list  of  sections 
under  which  the  Deputy  Administrator 
shall  authorize  applicable  maximum  or 
percentage  rates. 

Prior  to  payment  of  indemnity  for 
cattle  destroyed  because  of  brucellosis 
under  §  51.3(a)  and  breeding  swine 
destroyed  because  of  brucellosis  under 
§  51.3(b),  proof  of  destruction  must  be 
furnished  to  the  Veterinarian  in  Charge. 
The  June  27, 1980,  amendment  to 
§  51.3(a)  added  a  footnote  5  which  sets 
forth  a  list  of  documents  any  of  which 
shall  be  accepted  as  proof  of  destruction 
by  the  Veterinarian  in  Charge.  These 
same  documents  are  acceptable  as 
reasonably  reliable  evidence  that  swine 


have  been  destroyed.  Therefore,  this 
proposal  would  amend  the  last 
sentences  in  §  51.3(b)  (1),  (2)  and  (3)  to 
make  footnote  5  applicable  to  the  proof 
of  destruction  which  must  be  furnished 
to  the  Veterinarian  in  Charge  for  swine 
destroyed  because  of  brucellosis. 

Accordingly,  Part  51,  Title  9,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  would  be  amended 
in  the  following  respects: 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  Part  51 
reads  as  follows: 

Authority:  Secs.  3, 4,  5, 11,  and  13,  23  Stat. 
32,  as  amended;  secs.  1  and  2,  32  Stat.  791- 
792,  as  amended;  sec.  3, 33  Stat.  1265,  as 
amended;  sec.  3.  76  Stat.  130  (21  U.S.C.  111- 
113, 114, 114a-l,  120, 121, 125. 134b:  37  FR 
28464,  28477;  38  FR  19141. 

§  51.3  [Amended] 

2.  In  §  51.3(b),  the  first  sentences  in 
paragraphs  (1),  (2)  and  (3)  would  be 
amended  to  add  a  reference  to  footnote 

4  after  the  word  “authorize”. 

3.  In  §  51.3(b)  the  second  sentences  in 
paragraphs  (1),  (2)  and  (3)  would  be 
amended  to  read:  The  indemnity  shall 
not  exceed  $50  per  head  for  registered, 
inbred,  and  hybrid  swine,  and  shall  not 
exceed  $25  per  head  for  all  other 
breeding  swine. 

4.  In  §  51.3(b),  the  last  sentences  in 
paragraphs  (1),  (2)  and  (3)  would  be 
amended  to  add  a  reference  to  footnote 

5  after  the  word  “destruction”. 

5.  In  Part  51,  the  introductory  text  of 
footnote  4  up  to  the  colon  would  be 
amended  to  read: 

^The  Deputy  Administrator  shall  authorize 
payment  of  federal  indemnity  by  the 
Department  at  the  applicable  maximum 
percentage  and  per  head  rate  in  §  51.3(a]  and 
the  applicable  maximum  per  head  rate  in 
§  51.3(b) 

All  written  submissions  made 
pursuant  to  this  notice  will  be  made 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Federal  Building,  6505  Belcrest  Road, 
Room  870,  Hyattsville,  Maryland,  during 
regular  hours  of  business  (8:00  a.m.  to 
4:30  p.m.,  Monday  to  Friday,  except 
holidays)  in  a  manner  convenient  to  the 
public  business  (7  CFR  1.27(b)). 

Comments  submitted  should  bear  a 
reference  to  the  date  and  page  number 
of  this  issue  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  29th  day  of 
lune  1981. 

J.  K.  Atwell, 

Deputy  Administrator,  Veterinary  Services. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19646  Filed  7-2-81:  &45  am) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 

14  CFR  Part  39 

[Docket  No.  81-NW-36-AD] 

Airworthiness  Directives:  McDonnell 
Douglas  Model  DC-9  Series  Airplanes 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  proposes  an 
Airworthiness  Directive  (AD)  that 
would  require  inspection  of  windshields 
manufactured  by  Pittsburgh  Plate  Glass 
Industries  (PPG)  between  November  1, 
1978,  and  December  31, 1980,  that  are 
installed  on  Douglas  Model  DC-9  series 
airplanes.  Due  to  the  existence  of 
unstable  anti-ice  electrical  coatings  in 
these  windshields,  this  AD  is  needed  to 
assure  that  proper  heat  generation  is 
available  for  bird  impact  protection  and 
anti-ice  functions. 

DATE:  Comments  must  be  received  no 
later  than  August  28, 1981.  Compliance 
schedule  as  prescribed  in  the  body  of 
the  AD,  unless  already  accomplished. 
ADDRESSES:  The  applicable  service 
information  may  be  obtained  from: 
McDonnell  Douglas  Corporation,  3855 
Lakewood  Boulevard,  Long  Beach, 
California  90846,  Attention:  Director, 
Publications  and  Training,  Cl-750  (54- 
60).  This  information  also  may  be 
examined  at  FAA  Northwest  Region, 
9010  East  Marginal  Way  South,  Seattle, 
Washington  98108,  or  4344  Donald 
Douglas  Drive,  Long  Beach,  California 
90808. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Gilbert  L.  Thompson,  Aerospace 
Engineer,  Systems  and  Equipment 
Branch,  ANW-130L,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  Northwest  Region,  Los 
Angeles  Area  Aircraft  Certification 
Office,  4344  Donald  Douglas  Drive,  Long 
Beach,  California  90808,  telephone  C213) 
548-2833. 

Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
participate  in  the  making  of  the 
proposed  rule  by  submitting  such 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  as 
they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  identify  the  regulatory  docket  or 
notice  number  and  be  submitted  in 
duplicate  to  the  address  specified 
above.  All  communications  received  on 
or  before  the  closing  date  for  comments 
specified  above  will  be  considered  by 
the  Administrator  before  taking  action 
on  the  proposed  rule.  The  proposals 
contained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed 
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in  the  light  of  comments  received.  All 
comments  submitted  will  be  available 
both  before  and  after  the  closing  date 
for  comments  in  the  Rules  Docket  for 
examination  by  interested  persons.  A 
report  summarizing  each  FAA-public 
contact  concerned  with  the  sulratance  of 
this  proposal  will  be  filed  in  the  Rules 
Docket 

Availability  of  NPRMS 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
Notice  of  Proposd  Rulemaking  (NPRM) 
by  submitting  a  request  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Northwest 
Region,  Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel, 
Attention:  Airworthiness  Rules  Docket 
No.  81-NW-36-AD,  9010  East  Marginal 
Way  South,  Seattle,  Washington  98108. 

Discussion 

It  has  been  determined  that 
windshields  manufactured  by  Pittsburgh 
Plate  Glass  Industries  (PPG)  between 
November  1. 1978,  and  December  31, 
1980,  may  have  unstable  anti-ice 
electrical  coatings  that  increase  in 
resistance  after  installation.  This 
increase  in  resistance  may  prevent 
sufficient  heat  generation  to  provide  for 
bird  impact  protection  and  anti-ice 
functions.  Investigation  has  shown  that 
new  windshield  anti-ice  coatings  were 
within  specifications  as  measured 
during  acceptance  inspections,  but  that 
the  coatings  electrical  resistance  may 
increase  after  power  application. 

Service  reports  indicate  this  resistance 
change  can  be  measured  only  after  2Q  to 
100  hours  of  flight  operation.  The  rate  of 
resistance  rise  is  si^ficantly  reduced 
by  200  flight  hours.  This  proposed  AD  is 
necessary  to  assure  that  aircraft 
operation  is  properly  predicated  upon 
the  availability  or  nonavailability  of 
windshield  heating. 

There  are  approximately  66  United 
States  and  foreign  registered  DC-9 
aircraft  delivered  since  November  1976 
afiected  by  this  proposed  AD.  In 
addition,  any  DC-O  aircraft  with  a 
windshield  replaced  after  November 
1978  is  affected.  The  labor  costs 
associated  with  the  inspection,  based 
upon  an  assumption  of  1.2  manhours  per 
aircraft  at  $35  per  manhour  and  an 
estimate  of  850  windshield  replacements 
per  year  for  the  fleet,  is  estimated  to  be 
$47,250.  Windshield  replacement  costs 
have  not  been  included  in  this  estimate 
since  the  potential  extent  of  such  is 
unknown  and  the  proposed  AD  provides 
for  alternate  operation  of  the  affected 
aircraft 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  proposes  to  amend 
Section  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal 


Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  39.13)  by 
adding  the  following  new  Airworthiness 
Directive: 

McDonnell  Dou^s:  Applies  to  McDonnell 
Douglas  Model  DC-9-10,  -2a  -30.  -4a  -5a 
and  -80  series  airplanes,  including  C-9A,  C- 
9B,  and  VC-9C  airplanes,  certificated  in  all 
categories.  Compliance  required  within  six 
months  from  the  effective  date  of  this  AD 
unless  already  accomplished.  To  assure  that 
proper  windshield  heat  generation  is 
available  for  bird  impact  protection  and  anti¬ 
ice  functions,  on  aircraft  fiiselage  number  894 
through  1021  and  on  aircraft  that  have  had 
left,  center,  or  right  windshield  panels 
replaced  since  November  197a  accomplish 
the  following: 

A  Inspect  windshield  panels  to  determine 
manufacturer  and  year  of  manufacture. 
Windshield  panels  may  be  identified  by  the  . 
manufacturer’s  logo  ‘TPG”  or  “LOF"  in  large 
capital  letters  with  part  number, 
specification,  and  serial  number  adjacent  to 
logo.  These  are  located  at  the  top  of  the  panel 
on  the  left  and  right-hand  windshield  panels, 
and  at  the  bottom  or  top  of  the  center 
windshield  panel. 

1.  Panels  manufactured  by  Libbey  Owens 
Ford  (LOF),  no  further  action  is  required. 

2.  Panels  manufactured  by  PPG  Industries: 

a.  Determine  the  year  of  manufacture, 
which  is  contained  in  the  serial  number. 

Serial  number  samples  are  shown  below: 

8- H-10-20-220-315  (first  digit  indicates 
year  of  manufacture,  197a  third  digit 
indicates  month,  October) 

9- H-a-21-315-373  (first  digit  indicates  year 
of  manufacture,  1979;  third  digit  indicates 
month.  May) 

O-H-4-6-219-215  (first  digit  indicates  year 
of  manufacture,  198a  third  digit  indicates 
month,  April) 

l-H-3-d-317-212  (first  digit  indicates  year 
of  manufacture,  1981;  third  digit  indicates 
month,  March) 

b.  Windshield  panels  with  an  October  1978 
or  prior  manufacturing  date  coded  or  January 
1981  or  subsequent  manufacturing  date 
coded,  no  further  action  is  required. 

c.  Aircraft  with  less  than  200  flight  hours 
since  new  or  on  aircraft  with  less  than  200 
flight  hours  on  replacement  panel(s). 
accomplish  the  following  heating  element 
resistance  check  PPG  November  1, 197a 
through  December  31, 1980,  date  coded 
windshield  panels: 

(1)  Open  anti-ice  circuit  breaker  on  lower 
electrical  panel  center  for  windshield  to  be 
checked. 

(2)  Disconnect  electrical  connector  born 
windshield  panel  to  be  checked. 

(3)  Using  an  ohmmeter,  check  resistance 
between  Pins  L  and  P  at  receptacle  on  left 
(right)  windshield  panel  Resistance  reading 
should  measure  61.2-82.8  ohms. 

(4)  Using  an  ohmmeter,  check  resistance 
between  Pins  E  and  G  at  receptacle  on  center 
windshield  panel.  Resistance  should  measure 
67.5-92.5  ohms. 

(5)  If  windshield  resistance  is: 

(a)  Within  tolerance  on  all  three  panels, 
aircraft  may  be  continued  in  service  and 
panels  must  be  repetitively  inspected  at  50- 
hour  intervals  until  the  accumulation  of  200 
flight  hours. 
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(b)  Within  tolerance  after  the  accumulation 
of  200  flight  hours,  no  further  action  is 
required. 

(6)  If  resistance  is  out  of  tolerance  on  one 
or  more  of  the  three  windshield  panels: 

(a)  Center  panel  out  of  tolerance,  install  the 
following  placard  in  full  viewof  the  pilot  *1)0 
Not  Exceed  260  kts  IAS  Below  lOOOO  Feet 
Altitude.” 

(b)  Only  side  panel(s)  out  of  tolerance, 
inst^  the  following  placard  in  full  view  of 
the  pilot:  "Do  Not  Exceed  285  kts  IAS  Below 
10,000  Feet  Altitude.” 

(c)  If  windshield  resistance  of  any  panel 
left,  right,  or  center  is  greater  than  130  ohms, 
install  the  following  placard  in  full  view  of 
the  pilot  “Flight  into  known  icing  conditions 
is  prohibited”.  If  left  (right)  windshield 
panel(s)  resistance  is  82.9  to  130  ohms,  and/ 
or  center  windshield  panel  resistance  is  92.6 
to  130  ohms,  the  panel(s)  must  be  repetitively 
inspected  at  50-hour  intervals,  until  the 
accumulation  of  200  flight  hours,  to  ascertain 
that  the  resistance  remains  at  or  below  130 
ohms.  After  the  accumulation  of  200  flight 
hours,  the  repetitive  inspection  interval  can  . 
be  extended  to  1500  flight  hours. 

(d)  The  above  restrictioiu  can  be  removed 
when  the  out-of-tolerance  panel(s)  is/are 
replaced  with  panelfs)  manufactured  by  LOF 
or  any  PPG  manufactured  panel(s)  with  a 
date  code  otha  dian  November  1, 197a 
through  December  31. 198a  meeting  the 
resistance  tolerances  of  c(3)  or  c(4). 

(7)  Reconnect  electrical  connector  to 
windshield  panel  and  close  circut  breakers. 

d.  For  November  1. 197a  through  December 
31. 198a  date  coded  windshield  panels  which 
have  over  200  flight  hours,  accomplish  the 
following: 

(1)  Perform  heating  element  resistance 
chedr,  as  outlined  in  paragraph  c(l)  through 
(4).  If  windshield  resistance  is  within 
tolerance  on  panel(s).  reconnect  electrical 
connector  to  panel(s).  No  further  action  is 
required. 

(2)  If  resistance  is  out  of  tolerance  on  any 
of  the  three  panels,  accomplish  the 
instructions  as  outlined  under  paragraph  c(6). 

B.  Alternative  inspections,  repairs,  or  other 
action  to  be  accomplished  on  or  after  the 
effective  date  of  this  AD.  which  provide  an 
equivalent  level  of  safety,  may  be  used  when 
approved  by  the  Chief,  Los  Angeles  Area 
Aircraft  Certification  Office,  FAA  Northwest 
RegioiL 

Special  flight  permits  may  be  issued  in 
accordance  with  FAR  21.197  and  21.199  to 
operate  airplanes  to  a  base  for  the 
accomplishment  of  inspections  and/or 
modifications  required  by  this  AD. 

(Secs.  313(a).  601,  and  60a  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C  1354(a). 
1421,  and  1423;  Sec.  6(c).  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c));  and  14 
CFR  11.85)) 

The  FAA  has  determined  that  his 
document  involves  a  proposed 
regulation  that  is  not  major  under  the 
provisions  of  Executive  Order  12291  for 
the  reasons  stated  earlier.  It  has  been 
further  determined  that  this  proposed 
regulation  is  not  significant  under  DOT 
Regulatory  Policies  and  Procedures  (44 
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FR  11034:  February  26, 1979).  A  copy  of 
the  draft  regulatory  evaluation  for  this 
action  is  contained  in  the  regulatory 
docket.  A  copy  of  it  may  be  obtained  by 
contacting  the  person  identified  above 
under  the  caption  “For  Further 
Information  Contact.”  In  addition,  it  has 
been  determined  under  the  criteria  of 
the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  that  this 
proposed  rule,  at  promulgation,  will  not 
have  a  significant  impact  on  the 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 

Issued  in  Seattle,  Washington,  on  June  25, 
1981. 

Jonathan  Howe, 

Acting  Director,  Northwest  Region. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19602  Filed  7-2-81: 8:45  atn| 

BILUNG  CODE  4910-13-M 


14  CFR  Part  71 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  81-ASW-25] 

Designation  of  Federal  Airways,  Area 
Low  Routes,  Controlled  Airspace,  and 
Reporting  Points;  Proposed  Alteration 
of  Control  Zone:  Lubbock,  Tex. 
(Lubbock  International  Airport) 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

summary:  The  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  proposes  to  alter  the 
control  zone  at  Lubbock,  Texas.  The 
intended  effect  of  the  proposed  action  is 
to  provide  additional  controlled 
airspace  for  aircraft  executing  a  new 
instrument  approach  procedure  to  the 
Lubbock  International  Airport.  This 
action  is  necessary  to  provide  protection 
to  aircraft  executing  a  new  instrument 
approach  procedure  using  the  proposed 
instrument  landing  system  (ILS)  to 
Runway  26. 

DATE:  Comments  must  be  received  on  or 
before  August  5, 1981. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  in  triplicate  to;  Chief,  Airspace 
and  Procedures  Branch,  Air  Traffic 
Division,  Southwest  Region,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  P.O.  Box  1689, 
Fort  Worth,  Texas  76101. 

The  official  docket  may  be  examined 
in  the  Rules  Docket,  weekdays,  except 
Federal  holidays,  between  8  a.m.  and 
4:30  p.m.  The  FAA  Rules  Docket  is 
located  in  the  Office  of  the  Regional 
Counsel,  Southwest  Region,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  4400  Blue 
Mound  Road,  Fort  Worth,  Texas. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Kenneth  L.  Stephenson,  Airspace  and 
Procedures  Branch,  ASW-535,  Air 


Traffic  Division,  Southwest  Region, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  P.O. 
Box  1689,  Fort  Worth,  Texas  76101; 
telephone:  (817)  624-4911,  extension  302. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

History 

Federal  Aviation  Regulation  Part  71, 
Subpart  F  71.171  as  republished  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  January  2, 1981  (46 
FR  455),  contains  the  description  of 
control  zones  designated  to  provide 
controlled  airspace  for  the  benefit  of 
aircraft  conducting  instrument  flight 
rules  (IFR)  activity.  Alteration  of  the 
control  zone  at  Lubbock,  Texas,  will 
necessitate  an  amendment  to  this 
subpart.  This  amendment  will  be 
required  at  Lubbock,  Texas,  since  there 
is  a  proposed  change  in  IFR  procedures 
to  the  Lubbock  International  Airport. 

Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
participate  in  this  proposed  rulemaking 
by  submitting  such  written  data,  views, 
or  arguments  as  they  may  desire. 
Comments  that  provide  the  factual  basis 
supporting  the  views  and  suggestions 
presented  are  particularly  helpful  in 
developing  reasoned  regulatory 
decisions  on  the  proposals.  (Comments 
are  specifically  invited  on  the  overall 
regulatory,  economic,  environmental, 
and  energy  aspects  of  the  proposals.) 
Communications  should  identify  the 
airspace  docket  and  be  submitted  in 
triplicate  to  the  address  listed  above. 
Commenters  wishing  the  FAA  to 
acknowledge  receipt  of  their  comments 
on  this  notice  must  submit  with  those 
comments  a  self-addressed,  stamped 
postcard  on  which  the  following 
statement  is  made:  “Comments  to 
Airspace  Docket  No,  81-ASW-25.”  The 
postcard  will  be  date/time  stamped  and 
returned  to  the  commenter.  All 
communications  received  before  the 
specified  closing  date  for  comments  will 
be  considered  before  taking  action  on 
the  proposed  rule.  The  proposals 
contained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed 
in  the  light  of  comments  received.  All 
comments  submitted  will  be  available 
for  examination  in  the  Rules  Docket 
both  before  and  after  the  closing  date 
for  comments.  A  report  summarizing 
each  substantive  public  contact  with 
FAA  personnel  concerned  with  this 
rulemaking  will  be  filed  in  the  docket. 

Availability  of  NPRM 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  (NPRM) 
by  submitting  a  request  to  the  Chief, 
Airspace  and  Procedures  Branch,  Air 


Traffic  Division,  Southwest  Region, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  P.O. 
Box  1689,  Fort  Worth,  Texas  76101,  or  by 
calling  (817)  624-4911,  extension  302. 
Communications  must  identify  the 
notice  number  of  this  NPRM.  Persons 
interested  in  being  placed  on  a  mailing 
list  for  future  NPRM’.s  should  contact  the 
office  listed  above. 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me,  the  FAA  proposes  to 
amend  71.171  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71) 
by  deleting  the  Lubbock,  Texas 
(Lubbock  Regional  Airport),  and 
substituting,  the  following: 

Lubbock,  Texas  (Lubbock  International 
Airport) 

That  airspace  within  a  5-mile  radius  of 
Lubbock  International  Airport  (Latitude 
33°39'33"N..  Longitude  101°49'41"W.);  within  2 
miles  each  side  of  the  Lubbock  123°  radial, 
extending  from  the  5-miIe  radius  zone  to  the 
VORTAC;  within  3  miles  each  side  of  the 
Lubbock  VORTAC  120°  radial,  extending 
from  the  Lubbock  5-mile  radius  zone  to  12 
miles  southeast  of  the  VORTAC;  within  2.5 
miles  each  side  of  the  Lubbock  ILS  localizer 
east  course,  extending  from  the  5-mile  radius 
zone  to  the  OM;  and  within  2  miles  each  side 
of  the  Lubbock  ILS  localizer  north  course, 
extending  form  the  5-mile  radius  zone  to  the 
OM. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49 
U.S.C.  1348(a));  Sec.  6(c],  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)];  and  14 
CFR  11.61(c)) 

Note. — ^The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
proposed  regulation  only  involves  an 
established  body  of  technical  regulations  for 
which  frequent  and  routine  amendments  are 
necessary  to  keep  them  operationally  current. 
It,  therefore — (1)  is  not  a  “major  rule”  under 
Executive  Order  12291;  (2)  is  not  a 
“significant  rule”  under  DOT  Regulatory 
Policies  and  Procedures  (44  FR  1103;  February 
26, 1979):  (3)  does  not  warrant  perparation  of 
a  regulatory  evaluation  as  the  anticipated 
impact  is  so  minimal;  (4)  is  appropriate  to 
have  a  comment  period  of  less  than  45  .days; 
and  (5)  at  promulgation,  will  not  have 
significant  effect  on  a  substantial  number  of 
small  entities  under  the  criteria  of  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act. 

Issued  in  Fort  Worth,  Texas,  on  June  24, 
1981. 

F.  E.  Whitfield. 

Acting  Director,  Southwest  Region. 
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14  CFR  Part  71 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  81-GL-28] 

Designation  of  Federal  Airways,  Area 
Low  Routes,  Controlled  Airspace,  and 
Reporting  Points;  Proposed  Alteration 
of  Transition  Area 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

action:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  The  nature  of  this  federal 
action  is  to  designate  additional 
controlled  airspace  near  Drummond 
Island,  Michigan,  to  accommodate  a 
Nondirectional  Radio  Beacon  (NDB) 
instrument  approach  procedure  into  the 
Drummond  Island  Airport,  Drummond, 
Michigan,  which  was  established  on  the 
basis  of  a  request  from  the  Drummond 
Island  Airport  officials  to  provide  that 
airport  with  an  instrument  approach 
procedure.  The  intended  effect  of  this 
action  is  to  insure  segregation  of  the 
aircraft  using  this  approach  procedure  in 
instrument  weather  conditions  h-om 
other  aircraft  operating  under  visual 
weather  conditions. 

date:  Comments  must  be  received  on  or 
before  August  9, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  to  FAA  Office  of  Regional 
Counsel,  AGL-7,  Attention:  Rules 
Docket  Clerk,  Docket  No.  81-GL-28, 

2300  East  Devon  Avenue,  Des  Plaines, 
Illinois  60018. 

A  public  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  in 
the  Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  2300 
East  Devon  Avenue,  Des  Plaines,  Illinois 
60018. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Edward  R.  Heaps,  Airspace  and 
Procedures  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division, 
AGL-530,  FAA,  Great  Lakes  Region, 
2300  East  Devon  Avenue,  Des  Plaines, 
Illinois  60018,  Telephone  (312)  694-7360. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The  floor 
of  the  controlled  airspace  will  be 
lowered  from  1200  feet  above  surface  to 
700  feet  for  a  distance  of  approximately 
8.5  miles  beyond  that  now  depicted.  The 
development  of  the  proposed  procedure 
requires  that  the  FAA  alter  the 
designated  airspace  to  insure  that  the 
procedure  will  be  contained  within 
controlled  airspace.  The  minimum 
descent  altitudes  for  this  procedure  may 
be  established  below  the  floor  of  the  700 
foot  controlled  airspace.  In  addition, 
aeronautical  maps  and  charts  will 
reflect  the  area  of  the  instrument  • 
procedure  which  will  enable  other 
aircraft  to  circumnavigate  the  area  in 


order  to  comply  with  applicable  visual 
flight  rule  requirements. 

Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rulemaking  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to 
Regional  Counsel,  AGL-7,  Great  Lakes 
Region,  Rules  Docket  No.  81-GL-28, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  2300 
East  Devon  Avenue,  Des  Plaines,  Illinois 
60018.  All  communications  received  on 
or  before  August  9, 1981,  will  be 
considered  before  action  is  taken  on  the 
proposed  amendment.  The  proposal 
contained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed 
in  the  light  of  comments  received.  All 
comments  submitted  will  be  available, 
both  before  and  after  the  closing  date 
for  comments,  in  the  Rules  Docket  for 
examination  by  interested  persons. 

Availability  of  NPRM 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  (NPRM) 
by  submitting  a  request  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Office  of 
Public  Affairs,  Attention:  Public 
Information  Center,  APA-430,  800 
Independence  Avenue,  S.W., 
Washington  D.C.  20591,  or  by  calling 
(202)  426-8058.  Communications  must 
identify  the  notice  number  of  this 
NPRM.  Persons  interested  in  being 
placed  on  a  mailing  list  for  future 
NPRMs  should  also  request  a  copy  of 
Advisory  Circular  No.  11-2  which 
describes  the  application  procedures. 

The  Proposal 

The  FAA  is  considering  an 
amendment  to  Subpart  G  of  Part  71  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14 
CFR  Part  71)  to  alter  the  transition  area 
airspace  near  Drummond  Island, 
Michigan.  Subpart  G  of  Part  71  was 
republished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
January  2, 1981  (46  FR  540). 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  the  FAA  proposes  to 
amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  as  follows: - 

In  §  71.181  (46  FR  540)  the  following 
transition  area  is  amended  to  read: 

Drummond  Island,  Michigan 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  5  mile  radius 
of  Drummond  Island  Airport  (latitude 
46°00'40"N,  longitude  83°44'45''W)  and  2.75 
miles  either  side  of  the  065°  bearing  from  the 
Drummond  Island  NDB  from  5  miles  to  8.5 
miles  and  that  airspace  extending  upward 
from  1200  feet  above  the  surface  bounded  by 
longitude  83°57'W  on  the  west,  longitude 
83°26'W  on  the  east,  latitude  46°05'N  on  the 
north,  and  45°45'N  on  the  south  excluding 
that  portion  in  Canada. 


(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49 
U.S.C.  1348(a)):  Sec.  6(c).  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)):  Sec. 
11.61  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14 
CFR  11.61)) 

The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
proposed  regulation  only  involves  an 
established  body  of  technical 
regulations  for  which  frequent  and 
routine  amendments  are  necessary  to 
keep  them  operationally  current.  It, 
therefore — (1)  is  not  a  “major  rule” 
under  Executive  Order  12291;  (2)  is  not  a 
"significant  rule”  under  DOT  Regulatory 
Policies  and  Procedures  (44  FR  11034; 
February  26, 1979);  (3)  does  not  warrant 
preparation  of  a  regulatory  evaluation 
as  the  anticipated  impact  is  so  minimal; 
(4)  is  appropriate  to  have  a  comment 
period  of  less  than  45  days;  and  (5)  at 
promulgation,  will  not  have  a  significant 
economic  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities  under  the 
criteria  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act. 

Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  Illinois,  on  June  15, 
1981. 

Frederick  M.  Isaac, 

Acting  Director,  Great  Lakes  Region. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19600  Filed  7-2-81;  8:45  ain| 
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14  CFR  Part  75 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  81-AWA-7] 

Revocation  of  Area  High  Routes 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT, 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

summary:  This  notice  proposes  to 
revoke  all  area  high  routes  within  the 
conterminous  United  States.  Little  or  no 
use  is  being  made  of  the  present  area 
navigation  high  altitude  fixed  route 
structure,  since  most  area  navigation 
equipped  aircraft  are  using  area 
navigation  in  the  high  altitude  en  route 
system  on  a  random  route  basis. 
Revocation  of  these  routes  and  its 
associated  chart  series  would  allow 
funds  allocated  for  area  navigation 
charts  to  be  shifted  into  other  charting 
areas  to  the  benefit  of  system  users. 
date:  Comments  must  be  received  on  or 
before  October  5, 1981. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  in  triplicate  to:  Office  of  the 
Chief  Counsel,  Attention:  Rules  Docket, 
AGC-204,  Docket  No.  81-AWA-7,  800 
Independence  Avenue,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20591. 

The  official  docket  may  be  examined 
in  the  Rules  Docket,  weekdays,  except 
Federal  holidays,  between  8:30  a.m.  and 
5:00  p.m.  The  FAA  Rules  Docket  is 
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located  in  the  Office  of  the  Chief 
Counsel,  Room  916,  800  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
John  Watterson,  Airspace  Regulations 
and  Obstructions  Branch  {ATT-230), 
Airspace  and  Air  Traffic  Rules  Division, 
Air  Traffic  Service,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  800  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591; 
telephone:  (202)  426-8783. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
participate  in  this  proposed  rulemaking 
by  submitting  such  written  data,  views, 
or  arguments  as  they  may  desire. 
Comments  that  provide  the  factual  basis 
supporting  the  views  and  suggestions 
presented  are  particularly  helpful  in 
developing  reasoned  regulatory 
decisions  on  the  proposal.  Comments 
are  specifically  invited  on  the  overall 
regulatory,  economic,  environmental, 
and  energy  aspects  of  the  proposal. 
Communications  should  identify  the 
airspace  docket  and  be  submitted  in 
triplicate  to  the  address  listed  above. 
Commenters  wishing  the  FAA  to 
acknowledge  receipt  of  their  comments 
on  this  notice  must  submit  with  those 
comments  a  self-addressed,  stamped 
postcard  on  which  the  following 
statement  is  made:  “Comments  to 
Airspace  Docket  No.  81-AWA-7."  The 
postcard  will  be  date/time  stamped  and 
returned  to  the  commenter.  All 
communications  received  before  the 
speciHed  closing  datelor  comments  will 
be  considered  before  taking  action  on 
the  proposed  rule.  The  proposal 
contained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed 
in  the  light  of  comments  received.  All 
comments  submitted  will  be  available 
for  examination  in  the  Rules  Docket 
both  before  and  after  the  closing  date 
for  comments.  A  report  summarizing 
each  substantive  public  contact  with 
FAA  personnel  concerned  with  this 
rulemaking  will  be  filed  in  the  docket. 

Availability  of  NPRMs 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  (NPRM) 
by  submitting  a  request  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Offlce  of 
Public  Affairs,  Attention:  Public 
Information  Center,  APA-430,  800 
Independence  Avenue,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20591,  or  by  calling 
(202)  426-8058.  Communications  must 
identify  the  notice  number  of  this 
NPRM.  Persons  interested  in  being 
placed  on  a  mailing  list  for  future 
NPRMs,  should  also  request  a  copy  of 
Advisory  Circular  No.  11-2  which 
describes  the  application  procedure. 


The  Proposal 

The  FAA  is  considering  an 
amendment  to  §  75.400  of  Part  75  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR 
Part  75)  to  revoke  all  the  area  high 
navigation  routes  within  the 
conterminous  United  States. 

In  1978  approximately  95  of  the  then 
existing  165  high  altitude  area 
navigation  routes  were  revoke  on  the 
basis  that  most  equipped  aircraft  were 
using  area  navigation  in  the  route 
system  on  a  random  route  basis  as 
direct  between  two  points  with  radar 
monitoring  whenever  traffic  conditions 
permitted  such  clearances  by  ATC. 

Traffic  surveys  and  counts  have 
consistently  indicated  minimum  use  of 
the  present  area  navigation  fixed  route 
structure.  Recently,  user  organizations 
were  solicited  for  their  views  on  the 
elimination  of  all  fixed  high  altitude 
area  navigation  routes.  Such  revocations 
would  allow  funds  allocated  for  area 
navigation  charts  to  be  shifted  into  other 
charting  areas.  We  believe  that  system 
users  will  benefit  by  continued  use  of 
area  navigation  on  a  random  use  basis. 
Additionally,  development  of  arrival/ 
departure  fixes  on  en  route  charts, 
publication  of  these  fixes  in  the  Airport 
Facility  Directory,  and  publication  of 
these  suggested  routes  are  possible 
areas  for  reallocation  to  better  serve  the 
airspace  users  with  area  navigation 
capability.  Major  airspace  user 
organizations  tend  to  support  this  view. 

Accordingly,  except  for  Alaskan 
routes,  we  propose  to  revoke  the 
remaining  high  altitude  area  navigation 
route  system  and  to  «limiate  its 
associated  10  chart  series.  Since  a  great 
deal  of  agency  resources  have  been 
spent  designating  the  many  waypoints 
associated  with  route  definitions,  we 
propose,  at  least  for  the  present,  to 
retain  all  waypoint  designations  in 
FAA's  National  Flight  Data  Center  data 
base  for  possible  future  needs.  If  there  is 
a  limited  need  for  some  area  navigation 
routes,  we  would  anticipate  depicting 
them  on  current  jet  route  charts.  The 
description  of  these  area  high  routes 
under  Part  75  was  republished  on 
January  2, 1981  (46  FR  848). 

ICAO  Considerations 

As  part  of  this  proposal  relates  to  the 
navigable  airspace  outside  the  United 
States,  this  notice  is  submitted  in 
consonance  with  the  International  Civil 
Aviation  Organization  (ICAO) 
International  Standards  and 
Recommended  Practices. 

Applicability  of  International 
Standards  and  Recommended  Practices 
by  the  Air  Traffic  Service,  FAA,  in  areas 
outside  domestic  airspace  of  the  United 


States  is  governed  by  Article  12  of.  and 
Annex  11  to.  Convention  of 
International  Civil  Aviation,  which 
pertains  to  the  establishment  of  air 
navigational  facilities  and  services 
necessary  to  promoting  the  safe,  orderly, 
and  expeditious  flow  of  civil  air  trafiic. 
Their  purpose  is  to  ensure  that  civil 
flying  on  international  air  routes  is 
carried  out  under  uniform  conditions 
designed  to  improve  the  safety  and 
efficiency  of  air  operations. 

The  International  Standards  and 
Recommended  Practices  in  Annex  11 
apply  in  those  parts  of  the  airspace 
imder  the  jurisdiction  of  a  contracting 
state,  derived  fit)m  ICAO,  wherein  air 
traffic  services  are  provided  and  also 
whenever  a  contracting  state  accepts 
the  responsibility  of  providing  air  traffic 
services  over  hi^  seas  or  in  airspace  of 
undetermined  sovereignty.  A 
contracting  state  accepting  such 
responsibility  may  apply  the 
International  Standards  and 
Recommended  Practices  in  a  manner 
consistent  with  that  adopted  for 
airspace  imder  its  domestic  jurisdiction. 

In  accordance  with  Article  3  of  the 
Convention  on  International  Civil 
Aviation,  Chicago,  1944,  state  aircraft 
are  exempt  from  the  provisions  of 
Annex  11  and  its  Standards  and 
Recommended  Practices.  As  a 
contracting  state,  the  United  States ' 
agreed  by  article  3(d)  that  its  state 
aircraft  will  be  operated  in  international 
airspace  with  due  regard  for  the  safety 
of  civil  aircraft. 

Since  this  action  involves,  in  part  the 
designation  of  navigable  airspace 
outside  the  United  States,  the 
Administrator  has  consulted  with  the 
Secretary  of  State  and  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  Executive  Order  10854. 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuan{  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me.  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  proposes  to  amend 
§  75.400  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  75)  as 
republished  (46  FR  848)  and  amended 
(45  FR  85441  and  46  FR  24170)  by 
revoking  the  following  area  high  routes: 

1.  )800R  New  York.  N.Y.,  to  Los  Angeles, 
Calif. 

2.  )801R  Lbs  Angeles,  Calif.,  to  New  York. 
N.Y. 

3.  )802R  New  York.  N.Y.,  to  Oakland.  Calif. 

4.  ]803R  Mina,  Nev.,  to  Sparta,  N.J. 

5.  )805R  Gateway  Hemlock,  Oreg..  to 
Woodstock,  Ill. 

6. 1806R  Robbinsville.  N.).,  to  Gateway 
Hemlock,  Oreg. 

7.  JSIOR  South  Bend,  Ind..  to  New  York.  N.Y. 

8.  JSllR  Chicago,  Ill.,  to  Miami,  Fla. 

9.  )812R  Miami.  Fla.,  to  Chicago.  Ill. 
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10.  ]815R  Washington,  D.C.,  to  Atlanta,  Ga. 

11. 1819R  Boston,  Mass.,  to  Chicago,  III. 

12. 1820R  Chicago,  Ill.,  to  Boston  Mass. 

13. 1836R  Chicago,  Ill.,  to  Cincinnati,  Ohio 

14. 1842R  Dallas-Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  to  New 
York,  N.Y. 

15. 1843R  New  York,  N.Y.,  to  Dallas-Fort 
Worth,  Tex. 

16.  J851R  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  to  Los 
Angeles,  Calif. 

17.  J853R  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  to  Phoenix, 

Ariz. 

18. 1855R  Dallas,  Tex.,  to  San  Francisco, 

Calif. 

19.  J861R  El  Paso,  Tex.,  to  Los  Angeles, 

Calif. 

20. 1862R  lacksonville,  Fla.,  to  Pittsburgh, 

Pa. 

21.  )863R  New  York,  N.Y.,  to  Atlanta,  Ga. 

22.  ]864R  Chicago,  111.,  to  Washington,  D.C. 

23.  J865R  Washington,  D.C.,  to  Chicago,  Ill, 

24.  J875R  Atlanta,  Ga.,  to  Memphis,  Tenn. 

25.  J880R  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  to  Cleveland, 
Ohio 

26. 1883R  Gopher,  Minn.,  to  New  York,  N.Y. 

27.  J884R  New  York,  N.Y.,  to  Gopher,  Minn. 

28.  J886R  Chicago,  Ill.,  to  REDOO 

29.  j887R  REDOO  to  Chicago,  Ill. 

30. 1896R  Chicago,  111.,  to  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

31. 1900R  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  to  Seattle, 
Wash. 

32.  J903R  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  to  Tucson, 

Ariz. 

33. 1906R  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  to  Ogden, 

Utah 

34. 1907R  Hobby,  Tex.,  to  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

35. 1912R  Dallas-Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  to 
Chicago,  111. 

36.  J914R  Dallas-Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  to  New 
Orleans,  La. 

37. 1917R  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  to  Phoenix, 
Ariz. 

38. 1918R  Hobby,  Tex.,  to  New  Orleans,  La. 

39.  J919R  El  Paso  Tex.,  to  New  Orleans,  La. 

40.  J920R  Great  Falls,  Mont.,  to  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah 

41. 1924R  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  to  Seattle, 
Wash. 

42. 1929R  Atlanta,  Ga.,  to  Hobby,  Tex. 

43.  J932R  New  Orleans,  La.,  to  Memphis, 
Tenn. 

44.  J933R  Dallas,  Tex.,  to  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

45.  J934R  Dallas-Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  to 
Atlanta,  Ga. 

46. 1937R  ALCOA  to  Chicago.  111. 

47.  }938R  Chicago,  Ill.,  to  BEBOP 

48.  J939R  Chicago,  111.,  to  Seattle,  Wash. 

49.  J940R  Seattle,  Wash.,  to  Chicago,  111. 

50.  j94lR  Dallas-Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  to  Las 
Vegas,  Nev. 

51.  J945R  CAMEL  to  DINTY 

52.  J948R  New  Orleans,  La.,  to  Oklahoma 
City,  Okla. 

53.  |949R  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.,  to  Houston, 
Tex. 

54.  J952R  New  York,  N.Y.,  to  Hdbby,  Tex. 

55.  J953R  New  Orleans,  La.,  to  New  York, 
N.Y. 

56. 1957R  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  to  Washington, 
D.C. 

57.  J958R  Washington,  D.C.,  to  Jacksonville 
Fla. 

58.  J959R  Miami,  Fla.,  to  Detroit,  Mich. 

59.  J961  DINTY  to  PARIAR 

60.  J964R  Coaldale,  Nev.,  to  BEBOP 

61.  J966R  ALCOA  to  Mina,  Nev. 


62.  J967R  CLUKK  to  Mina,  Nev. 

63.  J974R  Washington,  D.C.,  to  Los  Angeles, 
Calif. 

64.  J976R  Seattle,  Wash.,  to  Gopher,  Minn. 

65.  J981R  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  to 
Washington,  D.C. 

66.  J983R  Miami,  Fla.,  to  New  Orleans,  La. 

67.  J984R  Hobby,  Tex.,  to  Miami,  Fla. 

68. 1985R  San  Antonio,  Tex.,  to  Phoenix, 

Ariz. 

69.  J990R  Phoenix,  Ariz.,  to  Bridgeport,  Tex. 

70.  J993R  John  F.  Kennedy  Airport,  N.Y.,  to 
Miami,  Fla. 

71.  J994R  John  F.  Keimedy  Airport,  N.Y.,  to 
Orlando,  Fla. 

72.  J995R  Dulles  International  Airport,  Va.. 
to  Miami,  Fla. 

(Secs.  307(a],  313(a],  and  1110,  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a), 
1354(a),  and  1510;  Executive  Order  10854  (24 
FR  9565);  Sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c));  and  14 
CFR  11.65) 

Note. — The  FAA  has  determined  that  his 
proposed  regulation  only  involves  an 
established  body  of  technical  regulations  for 
which  frequent  and  routine  amendments  are 
necessary  to  keep  them  operationally  current. 
It,  therefore — (1)  is  not  a  "major  rule”  under 
Executive  Order  12291;  (2)  is  not  a 
“signihcant  rule”  under  DOT  Regulatory 
Policies  and  Procedures  (44  FR  11034; 
February  26, 1979);  (3)  does  not  warrant 
preparation  of  a  regulatory  evaluation  as  the 
anticipated  impact  is  so  minimal;  and  (4)  at 
promulgation,  will  not  have  a  significant 
effect  on  a  substantial  number  of  small 
entities  under  the  criteria  of  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June  29, 
1981. 

B.  Keith  Potts, 

Acting  Chief,  Airspace  and  Air  Traffic  Rules 
Division. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19708  FHed  7-2-81: 8)45  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 
Bureau  of  Economic  Anatysis 
15  CFR  Part  606 

Survey  of  Foreign  Direct  Investment  in 
U.S.  Fish  and  Seafood  Processing 
Industries 

agency:  Bureau  of  Economic  Analysis, 
Commerce. 

action:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  This  document  proposes  rules 
for  the  conduct  of  a  statistical  survey  of 
foreign  direct  investment  in  U.S. 
business  enterprises  engaged  in  the 
processing,  packaging,  or  wholesale 
distribution  of  fish  or  seafoods. 

DATE:  Written  comments  must  be 
received  by  BEA  no  later  than  July  15, 
1981. 

ADDRESS:  Written  comments  should  be 
addressed  to  the  U.S.  Department  of 


Commerce,  Bureau  of  Economic 
Analysis,  International  Investment 
Division  (BE-50],  Washington,  D.C. 

20230.  All  comments  in  response  to  this 
notice  will  be  available  for  public 
inspection  from  8:00  to  4:00  p.m.  in  room 
608, 1401  K  Street,  N.W.,  Washington. 
D.C. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

George  R.  Kruer,  Chief,  International 
Investment  Division,  Bureau  of 
Economic  Analysis,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230, 

(202)  523-0657. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Bureau  of  Economic  Analysis  (BEA),  in 
conjunction  with  the  Office  of 
International  Investment,  of  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  is  planning  to 
conduct  a  survey  of  foreign-owned  U.S. 
business  enterprises  engaged  in  the 
processing,  packaging,  or  wholesale 
distribution  of  fish  or  seafoods.  The 
survey  will  be  conducted  under  the 
authority  of  the  International  Investment 
Survey  Act  of  1976,  22  U.S.C.  3101-3108. 
The  purpose  of  the  planned  survey 
(Forms  BE-21P,  BE-21A  and  BE-21B)  is 
to  secure  information  on  foreign  direct 
investment  in  U.S.  fish  and  seafood 
processing  firms  in  order  to  analyze  the 
market  shares  and  impact  of  their 
operations  on  the  domestic  fish  and 
seafood  processing  and  wholesaling 
industries,  and,  ultimately,  the  U.S. 
fishing  industry. 

There  has  been  a  continuing 
Congressional  interest  in  foreign 
involvement  in  the  U.S.  fishing  industry 
and  the  Magnuson  Fishery  Conservation 
and  Management  Act  (Public  Law  94- 
265)  requires  a  phaseout  of  foreign 
involvement  within  our  territorial  seas 
as  U.S.  capacity  develops.  Barriers  in 
the  processing  and  marketing  area  may 
impede  development  of  U.S.  fishing 
capacity. 

The  plarmed  survey  utilizing  Forms 
BE-21P,  BE-21A  and  BE-21B  will  cover 
all  U.S.  business  enterprises  engaged  in 
processing,  packaging,  or  wholesale 
distribution  of  fish  or  seafoods  in  which 
one  foreign  person  owns  or  controls, 
directly  or  indirectly,  10  per  centum  or 
more  of  the  voting  securities  if  an 
incorporated  U.S.  business  enterprise  or 
an  equivalent  interest  if  an 
unincorporated  U.S.  business  enterprise, 
including  a  branch. 

The  planned  survey  will  consist  of 
three  forms: 

(1)  Form  BE-21P,  “Identification 
Questionnaire,”  that  is  to  be  completed 
in  advance  of  the  other  two  forms  and 
will  be  used  to  prepare  a  mailing  list  for 
the  two  statistical  reports.  Forms  BE- 
21A  and  BE-21B. 
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(2)  Form  BE-21A,  “Report  for  a  U.S. 
Business  Enterprise  that  is  a  U.S. 

Affiliate  of  a  Foreign  Person,"  that  is  to 
be  completed  by  the  U.S.  affiliate,  i.e., 
the  U.S.  business  enterprise  that  is 
owned  to  the  extent  of  10  percent  or 
more,  directly  or  indirectly,  by  one 
foreign  person,  and  that  is  engaged  in 
the  processing,  packaging,  or  wholesale 
distribution  of  fish  or  seafoods.  The 
form  is  to  cover  the  fully  consolidated 
U.S.  business  enterprise,  including  all 
subsidiaries  that  are  more  than  50 
percent  owned. 

(3)  Form  BE-21B,  “Report  for  each 
Establishment  of  a  U.S.  Business 
Enterprise  that  is  a  U.S.  Affiliate  of  a 
Foreign  Person,"  that  is  to  be  completed 
for  each  establishment,  of  the  U.S. 
affiliate,  that  engaged  in  the  processing, 
packaging,  or  wholesale  distribution  of 
hsh  or  seafoods. 

Form  BE-21P  is  reproduced  as  part  of 
this  notice.  Forms  BE-Zl  A  and  B  will 
not  be  prepared  for  comment  until  after 
the  information  reported  on  the  BE-21P 
has  been  processed.  However,  rough 
drafts  of  Forms  BE-21  A  and  B  were 
included  as  part  of  the  submission  to 
OMB  requesting  approval  of  Form  BE- 
21  P  so  that  they  would  have  an 
indication  of  what  the  statistical  part  of 
the  survey  is  intended  to  cover. 

OMB  publishes  a  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  report  forms  received  for 
clearance  and  that  notice  contains 
information  on  securing  copies  of  the 
submission  and  to  whom  comments  on 
the  forms  should  be  submitted. 
Comments  received  by  BEA  as  a  result 
of  this  notice  will  also  be  made 
available  to  OMB. 

If  OMB  approves  Form  BE-21P,  BEA 
will  issue  a  final  notice  amending  Part 
806  to  provide  for  the  BE-21  survey. 
When  Forms  BE-21  A  and  B  have  been 
prepared,  they  will  be  submitted  to 
OMB  for  approval  and  the  public  may 
comment  on  them  during  OMB's  regular 
clearance  process.  BEA  itself  will  not 
issue  any  further  notices  as  concerns 
Forms  BE-21  A  and  B. 

These  forms  will  not  become  effective 
until  they  have  been  approved  by  OMB 
under  44  U.S.C.,  Chapter  35,  as 
amended. 

All  legal  authorities,  provisions, 
dePinitions,  and  requirements  contained 
in  15  CFR  806.1  through  806.13  and 
806.15  (a),  (b),  (c).  (e),  and  (f)  are  also 
applicable  to  this  survey. 

Note. — ^The  Bureau  of  Economic  Analysis 
has  determined  that  this  rule  is  not  “major" 
under  Executive  Order  12291;  nor  does  it 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  business  entities 
and  is  in  accordance  with  5  U.S.C.  601  et  seq. 
(The  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act).  The  public 
use  burden  will  be  undertaken  within  the 


Bureau  of  Economic  Analysis  allocated  fiscal 
year  1981  Information  Collection  Budget 
ceiling. 

It  is  therefore  proposed  to  modify  Part 
806  as  set  forth  below. 

Allan  H.  Young, 

Acting  Director,  BEA. 

The  following  subparagraph  (j)(5)  is 
added  to  §  806.15(j]: 

§  806.15  Foreign  direct  investment  in  the 
United  States. 

*  4  * 

(1)  Other  report  forms 

***** 

(5)  BE-21 — Survey  of  Foreign  Direct 
Investment  in  U.S.  Business  Enterprises 
Engaged  in  the  Processing,  Packaging,  or 
Wholesale  Distribution  of  Fish  or 
Seafoods.  Reporting  consists  of: 

(i)  Form  BE-21P — Identification 
Questionnaire.  A  completed  report  is 
required  from  each  U.S.  business 
enterprise  that  is  a  U.S.  affiliate  of  a 
foreign  person  and  that  is  engaged  in  the 
processing,  packaging,  or  wholesale 
distribution  of  Hsh  or  seafoods. 

(ii)  Form  BE-21A — Report  for  a  U.S. 
Business  Enterprise  that  is  a  U.S. 
Affiliate  of  a  Foreign  Person.  A 
completed  report  is  required  from  each 
U.S.  business  enterprise  that  is  a  U.S. 
affiliate  of  a  foreign  person  and  that  is 
engaged  in  the  processing,  packaging,  or 
wholesale  distribution  of  fish  or 
seafoods. 

(iii)  Form  BE-21B — Report  for  each 
Establishment  of  a  U.S.  Business 
Enterprise  that  is  a  U.S.  Affiliate  of  a 
Foreign  Person.  A  completed  report  is 
required  for  each  establishment,  of  the 
U.S.  affiliate,  that  is  engaged  in  the 
processing,  packaging,  or  wholesale 
distribution  of  hsh  or  seafoods. 

Survey  of  Foreign  Direct  Investment  in  U.S. 
Business  Enterprises  Engaging  in  the 
Processing,  Packaging,  or  Wholesale 
Distribution  of  Fish  or  Seafoods 

Form  BE-21P— Identification  Questionnaire 
Mandatory — Confidential 

Under  the  authority  of  the  International 
Investment  Survey  Act  of  1976  (Public  Law 
94-472,  90  Stat.  2059,  22  U.S.C.  3101-3108) 
hereinafter,  the  Act,  the  Bureau  of  Economic 
Analysis  (BEA),  in  conjunction  with  the 
Office  of  International  Investment,  of  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  is  planning  to 
conduct  a  survey  of  foreign-owned  U.S. 
business  enterprises  engaged  in  the 
processing,  packaging,  or  wholesale 
distribution  of  fish  or  seafoods.  The  purpose 
of  the  planned  survey  (Forms  BE-21A  and  B) 
is  to  secure  data  on  foreign  direct  investment 
in  U.S.  fish  and  seafood  processing  firms  in 
order  to  analyze  the  market  shares  and 
impact  of  their  operations  on  the  domestic 
fish  and  seafood  processing  and  wholesaling 
industries. 


In  order  to  prepare  a  mailing  list  for  the 
planned  survey,  BEA  has  prepared  this 
identification  questionnaire.  Form  BE-21P. 

The  planned  survey  utilizing  Forms  BE-21  A 
and  B  will  cover  all  U.S.  business  enterprises 
engaged  in  processing,  packaging,  or 
wholesale  distribution  of  flsh  or  seafoods  in 
which  one  foreign  person  owns  or  controls, 
directly  or  indirectly,  10  per  centum  or  more 
of  the  voting  securities  if  an  incorporated  U.S. 
business  enterprise  or  an  equivalent  interest 
if  an  unincorporated  U.S.  business  enterprise, 
including  a  branch. 

The  planned  survey  will  consist  of: 

(1)  Form  BE-21A,  “Report  for  a  U5. 

Business  Enterprise  that  is  a  U.S.  Affiliate  of 
a  Foreign  Person.”  that  is  to  be  completed  by 
the  U.S.  affiliate,  i.e.,  the  U.S.  business 
enterprise  that  is  owned  to  the  extent  of  10 
percent  or  more,  directly  or  indirectly,  by  one 
foreign  person,  and  that  is  engaged  in  the 
processing,  packaging,  or  wholesale 
distribution  of  fish  or  seafoods.  The  form  is  to 
cover  the  fully  consolidated  U.S.  business 
enterprise,  including  all  subsidiaries  that  are 
more  than  50  percent  owned. 

(2)  Form  B^21B,  “Report  for  each 
Establishment  of  a  U.S.  Business  Enterprise 
that  is  a  U.S.  Affiliate  of  a  Foreign  Persoa" 
that  is  to  be  completed  for  each 
establishment  of  the  U.S.  affiliate,  that 
engaged  in  the  processing,  packaging,  or 
wholesale  distribution  of  fish  or  seafoods. 

The  publication  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
the  notice  implementing  Form  BE-21P 
Identiffcation  Questionnaire  is  considered 
legal  notice  to  U.S.  business  enterprises  that 
will  have  to  report  in  the  planned  survey  of 
their  obligation  to  secure,  complete,  and 
return  this  questionnaire  (Form  BE-21P). 
Therefore,  a  completed  Form  BE-21P  is 
required  from  U.S.  business  enterprises 
subject  to  the  reporting  requiremcnts'bf  the 
planned  survey  whether  or  not  they  are 
contacted  by  BEA.  However,  BEA  is 
canvassing  U.S.  business  enterprises  known 
to  be  engaged  in  the  processing,  packaging,  or 
wholesale  distribution  of  fish  or  seafoods.  A 
business  enterprise  to  whom  BEA  sends  a 
questionnaire  must  respond  by  completing 
and  returning  the  questionnaire  even  if  it  will 
not  be  covered  by  the  planned  survey  (see 
Section  806.4  of  15  CFl^  Chapter  VIll).  A 
business  enterprise  not  sent  a  questionnaire 
and  who  is  not  foreign  owned  or  who  does 
not  engage  in  the  processing,  packaging,  or 
wholesale  distribution  of  fish  or  seafoods,  is 
not  required  to  file. 

A  reply  to  this  questionnaire,  as  outlined 
above,  is  mandatory  pursuant  to  Section 
5(b)(2).  Pub.  L.  94-472,  90  Stat.  2059.  22  U.S.C 
3104.  Whoever  fails  to  report  may  be  subject 
to  a  civil  penalty  not  exceeding  ^0.000  and 
to  injunctive  relief  commanding  such  person 
to  comply,  or  both.  Whoever  willfully  fails  to 
report  shall  be  fined  not  more  than  $10,000 
and,  if  an  individual,  may  be  imprisoned  for 
not  more  than  one  year,  or  both.  Pursuant  to 
Section  5(c)  of  the  Act  (22  U.S.C  3104). 
replies  are  confidential. 

Due  date:  A  completed  Form  BE-21P  is  due 
no  later  than  (The  due  date,  to  be  inserted 
later,  will  be  not  less  than  30  days  after  the 
date  of  insertion  of  a  final  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register.) 
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Assistance;  Telephone  (202)  523-0547. 

Coverage:  Form  BE-21P  Identification 
Questionnaire,  should  be  completed  from  the 
viewpoint  of  business  activities  carried  out  in 
calendar  year  1980  or  ownership 
relationships  as  of  December  31, 1980. 

Definitions 

1.  Foreign  direct  investment  in  the  United 
States  means  the  ownership  or  control, 
directly  or  indirectly,  by  one  foreign  person  of 
10  per  centum  or  more  of  the  voting  securities 
if  an  incorporated  U.S.  business  enterprise  or 
an  equivalent  interest  in  an  unincorporated 
U.S.  business  enterprise,  including  a  branch. 

2.  Business  enterprise  means  any 
organization,  association,  branch,  or  venture 
which  exists  for  profitmaking  purposes  or  to 
otherwise  secure  economic  advantage,  and 
any  ownership  of  any  real  estate.  (Broadly 
speaking,  an  enterprise  is  a  business  unit 
consisting  of  all  establishments  under 
common  direct  or  indirect  ownership.) 

3.  Affiliate  means  a  business  enterprise 
located  in  one  country  which  is  directly  or 
indirectly  owned  or  controlled  by  a  person  of 
another  coimtry  to  the  extent  of  10  per 
centum  or  more  of  its  voting  seciu'ities  for  an 
incorporated  business  enterprise  or  an 
equivalent  interest  for  an  unincorporated 
business  enterprise,  including  a  branch. 

4.  U.S.  affiliate  means  an  affiliate  located 
in  the  United  States  in  which  a  foreign  person 
has  a  direct  investment. 

5.  United  States,  when  used  in  a  geographic 
sense,  means  the  several  States,  the  District 
of  Columbia,  the  Commonwealth  of  Puerto 
Rico,  and  all  territories  and  possessions  of 
the  United  Slates. 

6.  Establishment  means  an  economic  unit, 
generally  at  a  single  physical  location  where 
business  is  conducted  or  where  services  or 
industrial  operations  are  performed.  (For 
example;  a  factory,  mill,  plant,  store,  sales 
office,  warehouse,  or  central  administration 
office.) 

7.  Subsidiary  means  a  corporation  that  is 
more  than  50  percent  owned  by  another 
corporation,  including  all  subsidiaries  of  a 
subsidiary  which  are -more  than  50  percent 
owned.  (The  50  percent  rule  is  applied  at 
each  level  of  subsidiaries.) 

8.  Processing,  packaging,  or  wholesale 
distribution  offish  or  seafoods  means 
engaging  in  cooking  and  canning  fish,  shrimp, 
oysters,  clams,  crabs,  and  other  seafoods, 
inoluding  soups,  and  smoking,  salting,  drying, 
or  otherwise  curing  fish  for  the  trade; 
engaging  in  preparing  fresh  and  raw  or 
cooked  frozen  packaged  fish  and  other 
seafoods,  including  soups,  and  the  shucking 
and  packing  of  firesh  oysters  in  nonsealed 
containers;  and  engaging  in  the  wholesale 
distribution  of  fresh,  cured,  or  frozen  fish  and 
seafoods,  except  canned  or  packaged  frozen 
fish  and  seafoods.  (These  are  activities 
classified  in  industry  numbers  2091,  2092,  and 
5146  of  the  Standard  Industrial  Classification 
(SIC)  system.) 

Part  I;  Determination  of  U.S.  business 
enterprise  that  is  not  more  than  50 
percent  owned  by  another  U.S.  business 
enterprise. 

1.  Name  and  address  (If  a  name  and 
address  label  is  affixed,  note  any  corrections; 


if  a  label  is  not  affixed,  enter  name  and 
address.) 

2.  The  entity  named  in  item  1  is  (mark  one); 

□  a.  A  U.S.  business  enterprise  that  is  not 
owned  more  than  50  percent  by  another 
U.S.  business  enterprise. 

□  b.  A  subsidiary  of  another  U.S. 
business  enterprise. 

□  c.  An  establishment,  branch,  division, 
etc.,  of  a  U.S.  business  enterprise. 

If  item  2.a.  was  marked,  omit  item  3  and 
complete  Part  U. 

If  item  2.b.  was  marked,  complete  item  3 
and  then  complete  Part  II. 

If  item  2.C.  was  marked,  complete  item  3; 
do  not  complete  Part  II,  items  4-12;  complete 
the  certification  and  return  the  questionnaire 
to  BEA. 

3.  Name  and  head  office  address  of  the 
business  enterprise  of  which  you  are  a  part  or 
a  subsidiary.  Continue  listing,  to  the  best  of 
your  knowledge,  the  names  and  head  office 
addresses  of  all  business  enterprises  in  the 
chain  of  ownership  up  to  the  business 
enterprise  that  is  not  a  part  of,  or  is  not 
owned  to  the  extent  of  more  than  50  percent 
of  its  voting  rights  by,  another  U.S.  business 
enterprise. 

Name  and  address  * 

i, - 


ii. 


6.  Does  the  business  enterprise  have  any 
U.S.  subsidiaries  that  it  consolidates  into  its 
Hnancial  reports  in  which  one  foreign  person 
directly  owns  or  controb  10  percent  or  more 
of  the  voting  securities? 

\ 

□  YES  □  NO  If  “YES,”  give  name(s) 
and  address(es) 

Name  and  address  * 


ii. 


7.  Does  the  U.S.  business  enterprise  have 
any  subsidiaries  which  are  not  normally 


*If  more  than  two,  use  a  continuation  sheet  and 
reference  the  item  number. 


Part  II;  Determination  of  whether  the 
business  enterprise  engages  in  the 
processing,  packaging,  or  wholesale 
distribution  of  fish  or  seafoods  and 
whether  it  has  foreign  ownership. 

This  Part  is  to  be  completed  only  by  a  U.S. 
business  enterprise  that  marked  item  2.a.  or 
item  2.b.  The  questions  should  be  answered 
from  the  viewpoint  of  the  U.S.  business 
enterprise  named  in  item  1. 

As  to  the  U.S.  business  enterprise  named  in 
item  1; 

4.  Does  the  business  enterprise  itself,  one 
of  its  subsidiaries,  or  a  joint  venture, 
partnership,  etc.,  of  which  it  is  a  member, 
engage  in  the  processing,  packaging,  or 
wholesale  distribution  of  Hsh  or  seafoods? 

□  YES  □  NO  If  the  answer  is  “NO.” 
complete  the  Certification  and  return  this 
form  to  BEA;  do  not  complete  items  5-12 
as  the  business  enterprise  would  not  be 
subject  to  the  reporting  requirements  of 
the  planned  survey. 

5.  Does  one  foreign  person  directly  or 
indirectly  own  or  control  10  percent  or  more 
of  the  U.S.  business  enterprise's  voting 
securities  if  an  incorporated  enterprise,  or  an 
equivalent  interest  if  an  unincorporated 
enterprise? 

□  YES  □  NO  If  “YES,”  give  name  and 
address,  including  country,  percent  of 
ownership  of  each  foreign  owner,  and 
date  10  percent  or  more  foreign 
ownership  was  acquired. 


consolidated  into  its  financial  report? 

□  YES  □  NO  If  “YES,”  give  name(s) 
and  address(es) 

Name  and  address  * 

i.  - - 


ii. 


8.  Is  the  U.S.  business  enterprise  engaged  in 
any  joint  ventures,  partnerships,  etc.,  with  a 
foreign  person  in  which  the  foreign  person 
has  a  10  percent  or  more  equity  interest? 

□  YES  GNO  If  "YES,”  give 
name(s)  and  address(es) 

Names  and  address  * 

i. - - 


Name  and  address* _ Percent  ownership _  Date  acquired 


LL_.I_.J 

MO  DAY  YR 


MO  DAY  YR 


*lf  more  than  two,  use  a  continuatton  sheet  and  reference  the  item  number. 
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11.  For  the  same  period  as  in  item  10, 
enter  the  value  of  sales  by  manu¬ 
facturing  establishment  engaged  in 
cooking  and  canning  fish,  shrimp, 
oysters,  clams,  crabs,  and  other 
seafoods,  including  soups,  and 
smoking,  salting  drying,  or  otherwise 
curing  fish  for  the  trade;  or  engaged 
in  preparing  fresh  and  raw  or 
cooked  frozen  packaged  ftsh  and 
other  seafoods,  including  soups. 

12.  For  the  same  period  as  in  item  10. 
enter  the  value  of  sales  by  estab¬ 
lishments  engage  in  the  wholesale 
distribution  of  fresh,  ctaed,  or  frozen 
fish  and  seafoods,  except  canned 
or  packaged  frozen  fish  and  sea¬ 
foods,  (SIC  5146).  whether  the 
sales  were  to  outside  customers  or 
to  other  establishments  of  the  fuly 
consolidated  U.S.  business  erdar- 
Drise  (do  not  duplicate  sales  report- 

n. 

If  the  answer  to  item  5  is  yes,  complete  items 

9  through  12: 

9.  Enter  the  number  of  establishments 

business  enterprise  conducts  oper¬ 
ations.  (See  definition  of  establish¬ 
ment.). 

10.  Total  sales  by  the  fuHy  consoli¬ 
dated  U.S.  business  enterprise  in 
calendar  year  1980  or  its  most 
recent  fiscal  year. 

(thousands:  of 
dollars) 

and  the  shucking  and  packing  of 
fresh  oysters  in  nonsealed  container 
(SIC's  2091  and  2092),  whether  the 
sales  were  to  outside  customers  or 
to  other  establishment  of  the  fuHy 
consolidated  U.S.  business  enter- 
prise. 

(thousands  of 
dollars) 

ed  in  item  11). 

(thousands  ol 
dolar^ 

_  Complete  the  Certification  below  and 

return  the  questionnaire  to:  U.S.  Department 
of  Commerce,  Bureau  of  Economic  Analysis 
(BE-50/IN),  Washington,  D.C.  20230. 

'  Person  to  cortsult  concerning 
questions  about  this  questionnaire 

Telephone  number 

Area  code 

Number  Extension 

CERTIFICATION:  The  undersignetf  ofWafcertifies  that  the  inforniation  contained  in  this  questionnaire  is  correct  and  complete  to  the  best  of  his/her  knotriedga 

Authorized  official's  signature 

Type  name  arxf  title 

Date 

(FR  Doc.  81-19648  Filed  7-2-81  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  3510-06-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40  CFR  Part  52 

[A-S-FRL-1867-8] 

Availability  of  implementation  Plan 
Revisions  for  Nonattainment  Areas  in 
the  State  of  Michigan 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

ACTION:  Notice  of  receipt  and 
availability. 

summary:  This  notice  announces  receipt 
and  availability  for  public  review  of 
materials,  submitted  by  the  State  of 
Michigan  to  EPA  on  March  6,  March  19, 
and  April  21, 1981.  The  March  6, 1981, 
submittal  consist  of  regulations  for  the 
control  of  fugitive  dust  from  industrial 
sources  other  than  iron  and  steel 
sources.  The  March  19, 1981,  submittal 
contains  a  technical  justification  for  the 
250,000  gallon  per  year  throughput 
exemption  in  Rule  336.1606  for  gasoline 
dispensing  facilities.  The  April  21, 1980, 
submittal  consists  of  a  particulate  study 
conducted  for  the  Detroit  area.  These 
documents  were  provided  to  satisfy  the 
approval  conditions  specified  in  the 
September  4, 1980,  Federal  Register  (45 
FR  58527)  for  the  total  suspended 
particulate  and  ozone  portions  of  the 
Michigan  State  Implementation  Plan 
(SIP). 

DATES:  See  Supplementary  Information. 
ADDRESSES:  The  submittals  may  be 
examined  during  normal  business  hours 
at  the  following  offices: 


U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
Region  V,  Air  Programs  Branch,  230 
South  Dearborn  Street,  Chicago, 

Illinois  60604 

Michigan  Department  of  Natural 
Resources,  Air  Quality  Division,  State 
Secondary  Government  Building 
Complex,  General  Office  Building, 

7150  Harris  Drive,  Lansing,  Michigan 
48917. 

WRITTEN  COMMENTS  SHOULD  BE  SENT 

to: 

Gary  Gulezian,  Chief,  Regulatory 
Analysis  Section,  Air  Programs  ft^nch, 
U.S.  EPA  Region  V,  230  South  Dearborn 
Street,  Chicago,  Illinois  60604. 

It  is  requested  that  you  submit  three 
copies  along  with  the  original  of  any 
comment. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT 

Richard  ].  Clarizio,  Regulatory  Analysis 
Section,  Air  Programs  Branch,  U.S.  I^A 
Region  V,  230  South  Dearborn  Street, 
Chicago.  Illinois  60604,  (312)  886-6029. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In  the 
May  6, 1980,  Federal  Register  (45  FR 
29790)  EPA  conditionally  approved  the 
total  suspended  particulate  and  ozone 
portions  of  the  Michigan  State 
Implementation  Plan  (SIP).  In  that 
Federal  Register  EPA  stated,  that  for  full 
approval,  the  State  needed  to  correct 
certain  portions  of  the  SIP.  The  State 
agreed  to  correct  these  portions  on  a 
schedule  developed  by  it  and  approved 
by  EPA  in  the  September  4, 1980, 

Federal  Register  (45  FR  58527).  The 
purpose  of  today’s  notice  is  to  announce 
receipt  and  availability  for  public 
review  of  the  following  materials:  (1) 
Regulations,  submitted  on  March  6, 1981, 
for  the  control  of  fugitive  dust  from 


industrial  sources  other  than  iron  and 
steel  sources,  (2)  a  technical 
justification,  submitted  March  19. 1981, 
for  the  250,000  gallon  per  year 
throughput  exemption  for  gasoline 
dispensing  faciUties  regulated  by  Rule 
336.1606,  and  (3)  a  particulate  study, 
submitted  April  21, 1981,  for  the  Detroit 
area. 

EPA  is  currently  reviewing  these 
submittals.  At  the  completion  of  its 
review  EPA  will  publish  a  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking  in  the  Federal 
Register.  In  that  notice  EPA  will  propose 
either  to  approve  or  to  disapprove  these 
submittals  as  adequately  correcting  the 
deficiencies  in  the  Michigan  SIP  that 
were  specified  in  the  May  6, 1980, 
Federal  Register. 

All  interested  persons  are  advised 
that  these  submittals  are  available  for 
review  at  the  locations  listed  above.  The 
proposed  rulemaking  notice  referred  to 
above  will  announce  the  last  day  for 
public  comments.  This  public  comment 
period  will  extend  for  30  days  from  the 
date  of  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  that  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking. 

Under  Executive  order  12291  (Order), 
EPA  must  judge  whether  an  action  is  a 
“major  rule"  and,  therefore,  subject  to 
the  requirements  of  a  regulatory  impact 
analysis.  Today's  action  is  not  a  major 
rule  since  it  merely  announces  receipt 
and  availability  of  the  documents 
submitted  by  the  State  of  Michigan.  Any 
rulemaking  action  on  these  documents 
will  be  detailed  in  a  separate  Federal 
Register  notice. 
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Dated:  June  15, 1981. 

Valdas  V.  Adamkus, 

Acting  Regional  Administrator 

(FR  Doc.  81-19642  Filed  7-2-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6560-38-M 


CONSUMER  PRODUCT  SAFETY 
COMMISSION 

16  CFR  Parts  1610  and  1611 

Standards  for  the  Flammability  of 
Clothing  Textiles  and  Vinyl  Plastic 
Film;  Proposed  Interpretation, 
Clarifications,  and  Exemptions 

agency:  Consumer  Product  Safety 
Commission. 

action:  Postponement  of  opportunity  for 
oral  presentation  of  views  on  proposed 
rule. 


SUMMARY:  The  Commission  announces 
the  postponement  from  July  7, 1981,  of 
the  opportunity  for  interested  members 
of  the  public  to  give  oral  comments  on 
proposed  amendments  to  the  standards 
for  the  flammability  of  clothing  textiles 
(16  CFR  Part  1610]  and  vinyl  plastic  fllm 
(16  CFR  Part  1611).  These  amendments 
were  proposed  May  28, 1981  (46  FR 
28665]  and  would  explain  how  test 
results  should  be  interpreted  and  how 
the  standards  should  be  applied  to 
multilayer  fabrics,  especially  fabrics 
with  an  exposed  layer  of  film  or  coated 
fabric.  The  opportunity  for  oral 
comments  is  postponed  in  order  to 
provide  time  for  Commission 
consideration,  before  the  oral 
presentation,  of  preliminary  comments 
received  on  the  proposal. 

The  Commission  will  promptly  issue  a 
Federal  Register  notice  explaining  its 
views  on  the  preliminary  comments  that 
have  been  received  and  rescheduling  the 
oral  presentation  to  a  date  expected  to 
be  within  the  next  4  weeks.  That  notice 
will  also  extend  the  date  by  which 
written  comment  should  be  submitted, 
which  is  presently  July  27, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Harleigh  Ewell,  Office  of  the  General 
Counsel,  Consumer  Product  Safety 
Commission  (202]  834-7770. 

Dated;  July  1, 1981. 

Sheldon  D.  Butts, 

Acting  Secretary  Consumer  Product  Safety 
Commission. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19907  Filed  7-2-81: 9:56  am) 

BILLING  CODE  635S-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and 
Firearms 

27  CFR  Parts  4, 5,  and  7 

[Notice  No.  374;  Ref;  Notice  No.  3721 

Ingredient  Labeling  of  Wine,  Distilled 
Spirits,  and  Malt  Beverages 

agency:  Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco 
and  Firearms,  Treasury. 

ACTION:  Extension  of  comment  period. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  extends  the 
comment  period  for  Notice  No.  372,  an 
additional  30  days.  Notice  No.  372,  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
May  4, 1981,  (46  FR  24962],  to  rescind  the 
ingredient  labeling  regulations  for 
alcoholic  beveMges. 

DATE:  The  comment  period  is  extended 
until  August  5, 1981.  All  comments  must 
be  received  on  or  before  August  5, 1981. 
ADDRESS:  Comments  must  be  submitted 
to  the  Chief,  Regulations  and  Procedures 
Division,  Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco 
and  Firearms,  P.O.  Box  385,  Washington, 
DC  2G044.  (Notice  No.  372]. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Roger  Bowling  (202]  566-7626. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On  may 
4, 1981,  the  Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco 
and  Firearms  (ATF]  published  a  notice 
of  proposed  rulemaking  to  obtain  input 
on  the  proposal  to  rescind  the  ingredient 
labeling  regulations  which  will  become 
mandatory  on  January  1, 1983.  Due  to 
the  impact  on  the  industry  ahd  the 
consumer  and  a  request  by  The  Center 
For  Science  In  The  Public  Interest  to 
extend  the  comment  period,  ATF  has 
decided  to  extend  the  comment  period 
from  July  6, 1981  to  August  5, 1981. 

Disclosure  of  Comments 

Written  comments  or  suggestions  may 
be  inspected  by  any  person  at  the  ATF 
Reading  Room,  Office  of  Public  Affairs 
and  Disclosure,  Room  4407,  Federal 
Building,  12th  and  Pennsylvania  Avenue 
NW.,  Washington,  DC,  during  normal 
business  hours. 

After  consideration  of  all  comments 
and  suggestions,  ATF  may  issue  a  final 
rule.  The  proposals  discussed  in  the 
notice  may  be  modified  due  to  the 
comments  and  suggestions  received. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this 
document  are  Norman  Blake  and  Roger 
Bowling,  Specialists,  Research  and 
Regulations  Branch.  However,  other 
personnel  of  the  Bureau  have 
participated  in  the  preparation  of  this 
document,  both  in  matters  of  substance 
and  style. 


Authority  and  Issuance 
This  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  is 
issued  under  the  authority  contained  in 
Section  5  of  the  Federal  Alcohol 
Administration  Act,  49  Stat.  981,  as 
amended;  27  U.S.C.  205. 

Signed;  July  1, 1981. 

G.  R.  Dickerson, 

Director. 

Approved;  July  2, 1981. 

John  P.  Simpson, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary  (Enforcement  and 
Operations). 

[FR  Doc.  81-19801  Filed  7-2-81;  9:40  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4810-31-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40  CFR  Part  52 

[A-4-FRL  1868-51 

Approval  and  Promulgation  of 

Implementation  Plans;  Alabama: 

Alternative  Controi  Strategy  for  3M 

Company,  Guin,  Alabama 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  On  February  11, 1981  the 
Alabama  Air  Pollution  Control 
Commission  submitted  to  EPA  a 
proposal  to  utilize  the  bubble  concept  at 
the  3M  Company  in  Guin,  Alabama.  The 
proposal  indicates  no  increase  in  total 
suspended  particulates  (TSPJ  emissions. 
The  emission  points  which  3M  proposes 
to  “bubble”  include  three  boilers  and  a 
glass  furnace  line,  which  includes  frit 
handling  and  raw  materials  mixing 
equipment.  3M  Company  proposes  to 
limit  the  boiler  fuel  to  only  natural  gas. 
reducing  the  allowable  boiler  emissions 
to  compensate  for  the  excess  emissions 
from  the  glass  furnace  process.  EPA 
today  proposes  to  approve  this 
alternative  control  strategy.  The  public 
is  invited  to  comment  on  this  proposal. 
DATE:  For  comments  to  be  considered, 
they  must  be  received  by  EPA  Region  I\' 
on  or  before  August  5, 1981. 

ADDRESSES:  The  Alabama  submittal 
may  be  examined  during  normal 
business  hours  at  the  following  offices: 
Alabama  Air  Pollution  Control 
Commission,  Division  of  Air  Pollution 
Control,  645  South  McDonough  Street, 
Montgomery,  Alabama  36130 
Public  Information  Reference  Unit, 
Library  Systems  Branch, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  401 
M  Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20460 
Library,  Environmental  I^otection 
Agency,  Region  IV,  345  Courtland 
Street  NE.,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30365. 
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Comments  should  be  addressed  to  Mr. 
Jerry  Preston  at  the  EPA  Region  IV 
address  above  or  telephone  404-881- 
3286  (FTS  257-3286). 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Jerry  Preston  at  404-881-3286  (FTS 
257-3286). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 

February  11, 1981,  the  Alabama  Air 
Pollution  Control  Commission  (AAPCC) 
submitted  to  the  Region  IV  EPA  office 
an  alternative  control  strategy  for  TSP 
for  the  3M  Company  in  Guin,  Alabama. 
The  Special  Enterprises  Department  of 
3M  proposes  to  implement  the  bubble 
concept  with  regard  to  emissions  from 
three  boilers  and  a  glass  furnace  line. 
Currently,  AAPCC  regulations  limit 
particulate  emissions  from  the  three 
boilers  to  24.3  ponds  per  hour  and  2.85 
pounds  per  hour  from  the  glass  furnace 
linel,  for  a  total  of  27.15  pounds  per  hour 
from  the  described  sources. 

The  three  boilers  were  installed  in  the 
mid  1950’s  to  the  early  1960’s.  They 
include  a  350  hp  Spencer  boiler  with  a 
British  Thermal  Unit  (BTU)  input  of 
14.625  MBTU,  a  200  hp  Cleaver  Brooks 
boiler  with  an  input  of  8.4  MBTU,  and  a 
250  hp  Power  Master  boiler  with  an 
input  of  10.5  MBTU.  All  three  boilers  are 
combination  gas-fuel  oil  fired.  The 
boilers  are  fired  on  #2  fuel  oil  only 
when  natural  gas  is  unavailable.  From 
1979  to  the  present  no  fuel  oil  has  been 
required.  The  particulate  emissions 
generated  are  typical  of  any  boiler 
operation  and  are  approximately  50%  of 
the  allowable  limit  when  natural  gas  is 
used. 

The  glass  furnace  line  was  installed  in 
1978  and  includes  raw  materials  mixing 
and  frit  handling  equipment.  This 
manufacturing  line  is  considered  one 
emission  source  in  determining 
allowable  emissions. 

The  following  table  show's  the  present 
allowable  emission  limits  and  the 
proposed  emission  limits  to  accomplish 
the  bubble  concept. 


Allowable 
emissions 
(No.  per 
hour) 

Proposed 

emissions 

(No.per 

hour) 

Boilers: 

SperKer . 

9.4 

4.7 

Cleaver  Brooks . 

6.7 

3.4 

Power  Master.... . . . 

8.2 

4.1 

Glass  furnace  line: 

Furnace  Zone  1 . 

'  2.85 

9.0 

Furnace  Zone  2 . . . . 

1.2 

2.0 

Raw  Materials  Mixing  Equip- 

28 

Total . 

27.15 

27.2 

■  Total  for  operation. 


Modeling  was  done  by  the  State 
which  showed  that  no  primary  or 
secondary  ambient  air  quality  standards 


were  violated.  The  AAPCC  staff  utilized 
a  multiple  source  model  (PTMTPJ  to 
examine  the  combined  impact  of  the 
sources.  The  plant,  located  in  an 
attainment  area  for  TSP,  will  not  change 
its  actual  emissions  and,  therefore,  will 
not  consume  any  PSD  Increment.  This 
action  meets  the  criteria  of  EPA’s 
bubble  policy  as  published  on  December 
11, 1979  (44  FR  71780). 

Action 

EPA  is  today  proposing  to  approve  the 
alternative  control  strategy  for  the  3M 
Company  in  Guin,  Alabama. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions*  of  5  U.S.C. 
605(b),  the  Administrator  has  certified 
that  SIP  approvals  under  Sections  110 
and  172  of  the  Clear  Air  Act  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities.  46 
FR  8709  (January  27, 1981).  The  attached 
rule,  if  promulgated,  constitutes  a  SIP 
approval  within  the  terms  of  the  January 
27  certification.  This  action  only 
approves  state  actions.  In  addition,  this 
action  only  applies  to  one  facility.  It 
imposes  no  new  requirements. 

Under  Executive  Order  12291,  EPA 
must  judge  whether  a  regulation  is  major 
and  therefore  subject  to  the  requirement 
of  a  Regulatory  Impact  Analysis.  This 
regulation  is  not  major  because  it  merely 
ratifies  State  actions  and  imposes  no 
new  burden  on  sources. 

This  regulation  was  submitted  to  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
(OMB)  for  review  as  required  by 
Executive  Order  12291. 

(Sec.  110  Clean  Air  Act  (42  U.S.C.  7410)) 
Rebecca  W.  Hanmer, 

Regional  A  dministrator. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19640  Filed  7-2-81;  8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  6S60-38-M 


40  CFR  Part  52 

(A-5-FRL  1862-6] 

Approval  of  Illinois  State 
Implementation  Plans 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

action:  Supplemental  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking. 

summary:  This  supplemental 
rulemaking  notice  proposes  action  on  a 
variance  submitted  by  the  Illinois 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
(lEPA)  as  a  revision  to  the  Illinois  State 
Implementation  Plan  (SIP).  The  U.S. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA) 
is  proposing  to  approve,  as  a  SIP 
revision,  the  variance  issued  by  the 
Illinois  Pollution  Control  Board  (IPCB)  to 
PPG  Industries,  Inc.  for  their  Mt.  Zion, 


Illinois  plant  The  purpose  of  this  notice 
is  to  solicit  public  comment  on  EPA’s 
proposed  approval  of  this  revision  to  the 
Illinois  SIP. 

date:  Written  comments  must  be 
received  on  or  before  August  5, 1981. 

ADDRESSES:  Copies  of  the  SIP  revision 
and  EPA’s  evaluation  are  available  for 
public  inspection  during  normal 
business  hours  at  the  following  address: 
United  States  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  Region  V.  230  South  Dearborn 
Street,  Chicago.  Illinois  60604. 

In  addition,  copies  of  the  revision  are 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
following  addresses: 

United  States  Environmental  Protection 

Agency,  Public  Information  Reference 

Unit,  401  M  Street  SW.,  Washington. 

D.C.  20460 

Illinois  Environmental  Protection 

Agency,  2200  Churchill  Road. 

Springfield,  Illinois  62706. 

Comments  on  the  proposed 
rulemaking  should  be  addressed  to: 

Cary  Gulezian,  Chief,  Regulatory 
Analysis  Section,  Air  Programs  Branch, 
Region  V,  United  States  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  230  South  Dearborn 
Street,  Chicago,  lUinois  60604. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Delores  Sieja,  Regulatory  Analysis 
Section,  United  States  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  230  South  Dearborn 
Street,  Chicago,  Illinois  60604.  (312)  886- 
6038. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On  April 
3, 1979,  the  lEPA  submitted  certain 
consent  orders  and  variances  issued  by 
the  Illinois  Pollution  Control  Board  as 
revisions  to  the  Illinois  SIP.  Among 
these  submittals  was  a  variance  issued 
to  PPG  Industries,  Inc.  EPA  reviewed  the 
variance  as  a  revision  to  the  Illinois  SIP 
and  found  that  lEPA  did  not  include  an 
air  quality  modeling  analysis 
demonstrating  attainment  and 
maintenance  of  the  National  Ambient 
Air  Quality  Standards  (NAAQS). 
Without  such  an  analysis  EPA  was 
unable  to  determine  whether  or  not  this 
variance  met  the  SIP  revision 
requirements  found  in  Section  110(a)(2) 
of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  as  amended.  EPA, 
therefore  on  January  22, 1980  (45  FR 
4365]  proposed  to  disapprove  the 
request  of  the  lEPA  to  include  this 
variance  as  a  revision  to  the  Illinois  SIP. 
Public  comments  were  solicited. 

During  the  public  comment  period  the 
lEPA  submitted  additional  air  quality 
data  for  PPG  Industries,  Inc.  This 
supplemental  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  will  discuss  the  technical 
adequacy  of  the  additional  data 
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received  on  behalf  of  PPG  Industries, 

Inc. 

The  variance  issued  to  PPG  Industries 
by  the  Illinois  Pollution  Control  Board 
allows  the  facility  five  years  from  start  ' 
up  of  its  float  glass  plant  to  comply  with 
the  total  suspended  particulate 
regulations  contained  in  Illinois  Air 
Pollution  Rule  203(a].  To  show  that  the 
NAAQS  would  be  protected  during  the 
period  of  the  variance,  a  detailed 
modeling  analysis  was  performed  using 
CRSTER,  an  EPA  reference  air  quality 
model.  The  analysis  indicated  that  the 
variance  will  not  cause  a  violation  of  the 
NAAQS  and  the  Prevention  of 
Significant  Deterioration  increment  in 
the  vicinity  of  PPG’s  Mt.  Zion  Plant.  EPA 
is  therefore  proposing  to  approve  this 
variance  as  a  revision  to  the  Illinois  SIP. 

All  interested  persons  are  invited  to 
comment  on  EPA’s  proposed  approval  of 
this  revision  to  the  Illinois  SIP. 

Comments  should  be  submitted  to  the 
address  listed  at  the  beginning  of  this 
notice.  Public  comments  received  on  or 
before  30  days  fi'om  today’s  date  will  be 
considered  in  EPA’s  final  rulemaking. 

All  comments  received  will  be  available 
for  inspection  at  the  Region  V  Air 
Programs  Branch,  230  South  Dearborn 
Street,  Chicago,  Illinois  60604. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
section  605(b]  the  Administrator  has 
certified  that  EPA’s  action  on  the 
attached  rules  will  not,  if  promulgated, 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 

This  action  only  applies  to  one  entity.  In 
addition,  it  imposes  ho  new 
requirements. 

Under  Executive  Order  12291,  EPA 
must  judge  whether  a  regulation  is 
“Major”  and  therefore  subject  to  the 
requirements  of  a  Regulatory  Impact 
Analysis.  EPA’s  proposed  action  on  the 
State  requested  SIP  revision  is  not  major 
because  the  approval  of  the  PPG 
Industries  variance  approves  a  variance 
already  in  effect  at  the  State  level.  The 
variance  and  SIP  revision  were 
requested  by  PPG  Industries. 

This  regulation  was  submitted  to  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
(OMB)  for  review  as  required  by 
Executive  Order  12291. 

(Sec.  110  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  (42  U.S.C. 

7410)) 

Dated:  june  16, 1981. 

Valdas  V.  Adamkus, 

Acting  Regional  Administrator, 

|FR  Doc.  81-19641  Filed  7-2-61:  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6S60-36-M 


40  CFR  Part  52 

[A-4-FRL-1868-2] 

Approval  and  Promulgation  of 
Implementation  Plans;  Georgia: 

Revised  Permit  for  Union  Camp 
Corporation’s  Power  Boilers  11  and  12 
in  Savannah 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

action:  Proposed  rulemaking. 

summary:  EPA  is  proposing  approval  of 
a  State  implementation  plan  (SIP) 
revision  submitted  by  the  Georgia 
Environmental  Protection  Division 
pursuant  to  section  110  of  the  Clean  Air 
Act.  The  revision  consists  of  a  modified 
permit  which  imposes  special  reporting 
and  opacity  limitations  on  Union  Camp 
Corporation’s  Power  Boilers  11  and  12  in 
Savannah,  Georgia.  The  public  is  invited 
to  submit  written  comments  on  this 
proposal. 

DATE:  Comments  must  be  received  by 
August  5, 1981. 

ADDRESSES:  Written  comments  should 
be  addressed  to  Barry  Gilbert  of  EPA 
Region  IV’s  Air  Programs  Branch  (see 
EPA  Region  IV  addresse  below).  Copies 
of  the  material  submitted  by  Georgia 
may  be  examined  during  normal 
business  hours  at  the  following 
locations; 

Public  Information  Reference  Unit, 
Library  Systems  Branch, 

Environmental  Protection  Agency,  401 
M  Street,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 

20460 

Georgia  Department  of  Natural 
Resources,  Environmental  Protection 
Division,  270  Washington  Street,  S.W., 
Atlanta,  Georgia  30334 
Library,  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  Region  IV,  345  Courtland 
Street,  N.E.,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30365 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
Barry  Gilbert  at  the  EPA  Region  IV 
address  above  or  call  404/881-3286  or 
FTS  257-3286. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION*. 

Following  notice  and  public  hearing  in 
conformity  with  40  CI^  51.4,  the 
Georgia  Environmental  Protection 
Division  on  February  20, 1981,  issued 
and  submitted  to  EPA  a  modified  permit 
which  imposes  special  reporting  and 
opacity  limitations  on  Union  Camp 
Corporation’s  Power  Boilers  11  and  12  in 
Savannah,  Georgia. 

The  permit  (2631-025-7379-0)  states  in 
part,  “When  the  Numbers  11  and  12 
Power  Boilers  are  operating 
simultaneously  *  *  *  the  visible 
emissions  from  the  common  stack  shall 
not  exceed  46  percent  opacity.  The 


visible  emissions  shall  be  measured  by 
an  approved  continuous  opacity 
monitoring  system  installed  on  the 
common  stack  serving  these  boilers.  The 
eight-hour  average  opacity  shall  be 
based  upon  80  consecutive  six-minute 
averages  *  *  *.  Three  percent  of  the 
total  contiguous  six-minute  averaging 
periods  in  a  quarter  may  exceed  60 
percent  except  that  in  any  one  day  the 
visible  emissions  cannot  exceed  60 
percent  opacity  for  more  than  100  six- 
minute  averaging  periods  (10  hours) 
(excluding  periods  of  startup,  shutdown, 
excused  malfunction,  and  periods  when 
the  boilers  are  not  operating).” 

The  February  20, 1981  letter 
transmitting  the  permit  to  Union  Camp 
states  that  “*  *  *  any  adjustment  in 
allowable  mass  emission  rates  for  either 
of  these  boilers  will  only  be  made  within 
the  limitations  of  currently  adopted 
regulations  included  in  the  Georgia  Air 
Quality  Control  Rules.  Any  adjustment 
in  the  allowed  visible  emission  levels, 
other  than  the  normal  40  percent 
allowance  of  the  Rules,  must  be 
approved  by  EPA  before  they  can  be 
part  of  the  Federally  approved  State 
Plan.  Also,  the  various  opacity 
limitations  specified  in  this  Permit  are 
all  effective  during  all  periods  of  time. 
Therefore,  the  eight  hour  limitation  of  46 
percent  opacity  must  always  be  met 
even  during  times  when  opacity  may  go 
to  60  percent  or  higher  under  the 
conditions  specified  and  allowed  in  this 
Permit.  Further,  it  should  be  understood 
by  all  parties  that  the  monitored 
opacities  can  and  will  be  used  as 
evidence  of  a  violation  of  the  Permit 
conditions,  if  not  due  to  a  startup, 
shutdown  or  malfunction  situation 
which  is  excusable  under  the  Air 
Quality  Control  Rules  or  this  Permit.” 
EPA  construes  this  letter  as  a 
clarification  of  the  permit  and  upon  final 
approval,  will  enforce  the  permit 
provisions  accordingly. 

The  mass  emission  limits  contained  in 
the  present  federally  approved  SIP 
remain  unchanged.  The  permit  provides 
that  the  State  will  conduct  a  periodic 
review  of  the  correlated  opacity  limit 
and  make  adjustments  to  the  opacity- 
mass  correlation  if  necessary.  Since  the 
presently  proposed  correlated  limit  (46 
percent  opacity-eight  hour  average)  is 
based  upon  limited  test  data,  it  is 
expected  that  through  its  periodic 
review  the  State  will  confirm  the 
validity  of  the  proposed  limit  once 
additional  test  data  is  obtained  and 
make  adjustments  to  the  limit  if 
necessary. 
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Action:  EPA  is  today  proposing  to 
approve  the  SIP  revision  and  is  soliciting 
public  comment  on  the  revision. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
section  605(b]  I  hereby  certify  that  the 
attached  rule  will  not  if  promulgated 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 

This  action  only  approves  state  actions. 
It  imposes  no  new  requirements.  In 
addition,  this  action  only  applies  to  one 
facility. 

Under  Executive  Order  12291,  EPA 
must  judge  whether  a  regulation  is  major 
and  therefore  subject  to  the  requirement 
of  a  Regulatory  Impact  Analysis.  This 
-  regulation  is  not  major  because  of  the 
facts  mentioned  in  the  preceding 
paragraph. 

This  regulation  was  submitted  to  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
(OMB)  for  review  as  required  by 
Executive  Order  12291. 

(Sec.  110  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  as  amended 
(42  U.S.C.  7410)1 
Dated:  June  5, 1081. 

John  A.  Little. 

Acting  Regional  Administrator. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19636  Filed  7-2-81: 8:45  am) 

BHJJNG  CODE  6560-38-M 


40  CFR  Part  81 

[A-6-FRL  1868>3] 

State  of  Texas:  Designation  of  Areas 
for  Air  Quaiity  Pianning  Purposes 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 
action:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  The  Texas  Air  Control  Board 
(TACB)  has  requested  that  EPA  change 
the  existing  nonattainment  designation 
for  particulate  matter  (TSP)  for  an  area 
in  the  City  of  Dallas  (Dallas  3]  to 
attainment. 

EPA  has  reviewed  the  requested 
redesignation  which  is  based  upon  two 
years  of  ambient  data.  This  notice 
proposes  approval  of  the  request  to 
revise  the  air  quality  attainment 
designation  for  the  Dallas  3  area  and 
solicits  public  comment  on  this  proposed 
action. 

date:  Comments  must  be  received  on  or 
before  August  5, 1981. 

ADDRESSES:  Submit  comments  to:  Air 
Program  Branch,  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Region  6, 1201  Elm 
Street,  Dallas,  Texas  75270. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Estela  Wackerbarth,  Chief, 
Implementation  Plan  Section,  Air  and 
Hazardous  Materials  Division, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency, 


Region  6,  Dallas,  Texas  75270,  (214)  767- 
1518. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background 

Section  107(d)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act, 
and  amended  in  1977  directed  each 
State  to  submit  to  the  Administrator  a 
list  identifying  areas  within  the  State 
and  their  status  with  regard  to 
attainment  of  the  National  Ambient  Air 
Quality  Standard  (NAAQS).  On  March 
3, 1978,  at  43  FR  9037,  the  Administrator 
promulgated  non-attainment 
designations  for  the  State  of  Texas  for 
TSP  and  other  pollutants.  These 
designations  were  effective  immediately 
and  public  comment  was  solicited.  On 
September  11, 1978,  at  43  FR  40412,  in 
response  to  comments  received,  the 
Administrator  revised  and  amended 
certain  of  the  original  designations. 

Section  107(d)(5)  of  the  Act  allows  a 
State  to  revise  and  resubmit,  as 
appropriate,  an  amended  list  to  the 
Administrator.  The  State  of  Texas 
proposed  to  amend  its  list  by 
redesignating  the  Dallas  3  area  to 
attainment  status  for  TSP  and  on  March 
28, 1980  in  TACB  Resolution  R80-5,  and 
submitted  the  redesignation  to  EPA. 

Redesignation  of  the  Dallas  3  Area 

In  Air  Quality  Control  Re^on  (AQCR) 
215,  the  Dallas  3  area  is  designated  as 
nonattainment  for  primary  TSP 
standards  in  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  (40  CFR  81.333).  The  Dallas 
3  area  is  under  consideration  for 
revision  from  nonattainment  to 
attainment.  A  review  of  the  information 
supporting  redesignation  was  based  on 
the  most  recent  ambient  air  monitoring 
data  available.  There  were  three 
exceedances  of  the  particulate 
secondary  standard  in  1977,  two  of 
which  occurred  on  dust  storm  days.  One 
exceedance  of  150  p.g/m^  each  year  can 
occur  without  violating  the  federal 
secondary  particulate  standard. 

The  TSP  data  in  the  National 
Aerometric  Data  Bank  (NADB)  for  this 
site  are  summarized  below.  The  units 
are  p.g/m®. 


Dallas  3  (TSP)  Data 


Year 

Max. 

Obs 

2nd 

Max. 

#Obs 

>150 

AGM 

1977 . . 

663 

216 

'3 

71 

1Q7R 

134 

133 

72 

Note.— 1979-80  No  data  are  available. 
'  Two  of  which  are  dust  storm  days. 


Based  upon  the  above  data  showing 
eight  consecutive  quarters  with  no 
violations,  EPA  proposes  to  redesignate 
the  Dallas  3  area  from  nonattainment  to 
attainment. 


Under  Executive  Order  12291,  EPA 
must  judge  whether  a  regulation  is 
"Major”  and  therefore  subject  to  the 
requirement  of  a  Regulatory  Impact 
Analysis.  This  regulation  is  not  Major 
because  it  is  merely  proposing  a  State 
action.  It  will  impose  no  new  regulatory 
requirements. 

This  regulation  was  submitted  to  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget  for 
review  as  required  by  Executive  Order 
12291. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
605(b)  the  Administrator  has  certified 
that  SIP  approvals  under  Sections  110 
and  172  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities,  46 
FR  8709  (January  27, 1981).  This  action,  if 
promulgated,  constitutes  a  SIP  approval 
under  sections  110  and  172  within  the 
terms  of  the  January  27  certification. 

This  action  only  approves  state  actions. 
It  imposes  no  new  requirements. 

(Sec.  107(d]  of  the  Clean  Air  acL  42  U.S.C 
7407(d)) 

Dated:  May  26. 1981. 

Frances  E.  I%illips, 

Acting  Regional  Administrator. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19638  Filed  7-2-81;  8:45  ami 
BILLING  CODE  6560-3t-M 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

49  CFR  Part  1307 

[Ex  Parte  No.  MC-98  (Sub4lo.  1)] 

Investigation  of  Motor  Carrier 
Classification  System 

agency:  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

action:  Extension  of  time  for  request  for 
conunents  on  interim  policy  statemenL 

summary:  a  request  for  comments  on 
the  proposed  changes  to  the  motor 
carrier  classification  system  made  in  a 
decision  served  May  13, 1981,  and 
reported  at  364  ICC  906,  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  May  21, 1981 
(46  FR  27732).  The  Commission  is 
seeking  comments  regarding  tentative 
findings  in  its  exploration  of  changing 
the  way  commodities  are  classified  and 
how  the  Commission  evaluates  the 
reasonableness  of  those  classifications. 
The  original  due  date  for  these 
comments  was  July  6, 1981.  On  June  23, 
1981,  the  Commission,  by  Marcus 
Alexis,  Acting  Chairman,  denied 
numerous  petitions  requesting  a  120-day 
extension  of  this  due  date.  The  Nation^ 
Glassification  Committee  filed  an  appeal 
of  that  decision.  The  appeal  has  been 
granted  and  a  120-day  extension  of  the 
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due  date  for  comments  will  be 
authorized. 

date:  Comments  are  now  due 
November  3, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  An  original  and  15  copies  of 
comments  should  be  submitted  to:  Room 
5340,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20423. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Jane  F.  Mackall  (202)  275-7656. 

[49  U.S.C.  10321] 

Dated:  June  29, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Chairman  Taylor,  Vice 
Chairman  Alexis,  Commissioners  Gresham. 
Clapp,  Trantum,  and  Gilliam.  Commissioner 
Trantum  dissented.  Vice  Chairman  Alexis  did 
not  participate. 

Agatha  L  Mergenovich. 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19645  Filed  7-2-81: 8:45  emt 

BILLING  CODE  70SS-01-M 


Notices 


Federal  Register 
Vol.  46,  No.  128 
Monday,  July  6,  1981 


This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  documents  other  than  rules  or 
proposed  rules  that  are  applicable  to  the 
public.  Notices  of  hearings  and 
investigations,  committee  meetings,  agency 
decisions  and  rulings,  delegations  of 
authority,  filing  of  petitions  and 
applications  and  agency  statements  of 
organization  and  functions  are  examples 
of  documents  appearing  in  this  section. 


ACTION 

Schedules  of  Review  for  ACTION 
Activities  and  Contracts  Subject  to 
0MB  Circular  A-76 
agency:  Office  of  Administration  and 
Finance,  ACTION. 

action:  Notice  of  schedules  of  review 
for  ACTION  activities  and  contracts 
subject  to  OMB  Circular  A-76. 


summary:  This  notice  sets  forth  the 
schedules  for  review  of  all  ACTION 
contracts  and  commercial/industrial 
activities  that  are  subject  to  the  Office 
of  Management  and  Budget  Circular  A- 
76  on  “Policies  for  Acquiring 
Commercial  or  Industrial  Products  and 
Services  Needed  by  the  Government.” 
This  notice  is  published  for  the 
information  of  contractors.  The  review 
dates  listed  in  the  schedules  indicate  the 
day  on  which  a  decision  will  be  made  to 
contract  out  the  commercial/industrial 
activity  or  perform  it  in-house. 


Schedule  of  Review  for  ACTION 
Commercial/Industrial  Activities 


Activity 

Activity  cost 
Capital  cost 

Review  date 

Mail  room  operations . . 

$108,368 

None 

Aug.  15,  1981. 

Library  services . 

$104,000 

$7,000 

Do. 

Schedule  of  Review  for  ACTION  Contracts 


Service/contract  contractor 


Contract  period,  option  expiration 


Amount,  Review 
date 


Mailing;  ADW  Inc . 

Computer  terminals;  SYCOR . 

Group  hospital  ins.;  QHI . . 

Advertising  for  VISTA  and  Peace  Corps; 
Advertising  Council. 

Computer  time;  Boeing  Computer _ _ _ 

Publication  of  the  Synergist  Journal; 
Redtree  Assoc.  Inc.. 

Technical  assist  to  National  Center  for 
Service  Learning;  Center  for  Human 
Ecology  Studies. 

Fisheries  training  for  Peace  Corps;  Uni¬ 
versity  of  Oklahoma. 

In-Coun^  Training  (ICT): 

Guatemala  ICT;  CHP  International . 

Costa  Rica  ICT;  CHP  International 

Ecuador  ICT;  ASDELA . 

Zaire  ICT;  Institute  Superieur  Peda- 
gogique  (ISP). 

Swaziland  ICT;  SEBENT _ _ 

HoTKfuras  ICT;  No.  Illinois  Univ . 

Paraguay  ICT;  CHP  International . . 


Fiscal  Year  1979-80;  Sept  30,  1981 . $207,000;  July  30, 

1981 

Fiscal  Year  1979;  Sept  30,  1984 . . . $162,000;  July  30, 

1984 

Fiscal  1980-81;  Dec.  31, 1981 . . i _ ; _ $1,044,000;  Oct 

31,  1981. 

Fiscal  Year  1981;  None . . . $153,799;  July  30, 

1981. 

June  30,  1980  to  June  30,  1981;  June  30,  1985 . $1,000,000;  Apr. 

30  1985. 

August  1980  to  Sept  30,  1981;  Sept  9,  1983 .  $129,949;  July  30, 

1983. 

Nov.  14,  1980-Sept.  30,  1981;  September  1983 .  $261,302;  July  30, 

1983. 

January  1980  expires  Dec.  30, 1980;  Dec.  12,  1982 .  $400,963;  Oct  30, 

1982. 

Fiscal  Year  1980;  Sept  30,  1982 .  $346,943;  July  30, 

1982. 

January  1980  to  December  1980;  December  1982 . . ....  $554,840;  Oct  30, 

1982. 

February  1980  to  February  1981;  December  1983 . . ...  $228,623;  Oct  30. 

1983. 

Calendar  year  1981;  None . . .  $529,919;  Oct  30, 

1981. 

Calendar  year  1981;  Doc.  31.  1982 . . $274,659;  Oct  30. 

Expires  Nov.  30.  1981;  Nov.  30.  1983 _ _ _  $416,022;  Sept  30. 

1983. 

Expires  Nov.  30. 1981;  Nov.  3a  1983 . $244,068;  Sept.  30, 

1983. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  Lowell  B.  Genebach,  Jr..  Director  of  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Organization  Division,  Administration  and  Finance,  ACTION,  (202)  254- 
8336. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  June  24, 1981. 

Thomas  W.  Pauken, 

Director,  ACTION. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19624  Piled  7-2-81;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  60S0-01-M 
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ADVISORY  COUNCIL  ON  HISTORIC 
PRESERVATION 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  Section  800.6(d)(3)  of  the 
regulations  of  the  Advisory  Council  on 
Historic  Preservation,  “Protection  of 
Historic  and  Cultural  Properties”  (36 
CFR  Part  800),  that  a  panel  of  members 
of  the  Council  will  meet  on  July  20  and 
21, 1981,  to  consider  the  proposed 
construction  of  an  entrance  channel  and 
marina  at  Murrells  Inlet,  Georgetown 
County,  South  Carolina.  It  has  been 
determined  that  this  undertaking,  for 
which  the  Corps  of  Engineers  has  been 
requested  to  provide  a  permit,  will 
adversely  affect  the  Murrells  Inlet 
Historic  District,  a  property  included  in 
the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places. 

Pursuant  to  §  800.6(d)(2)  of  the 
Council's  regulations,  the  Chairman  of 
the  Council  decided  on  June  19, 1981, 
that  a  panel  should  consider  this  project 
in  accordance  with  Section  106  of  the 
National  Historic  Preservation  Act  of 
1966  (16  U.S.C.  Sec.  470f,  as  amended). 

The  Council  was  established  by  the 
National  Historic  Preservation  Act  to 
advise  the  President  and  Congress  on 
matters  relating  to  historic  preservation 
and  to  comment  upon  Federal,  federally 
assisted,  and  federally  licensed 
undertakings  having  an  effect  upon 
properties  listed  in  or  eligible  for 
inclusion  in  the  National  Register  of 
Historic  Places.  The  Council's  members 
8re  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  the 
Architect  of  the  Capitol,  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  and  the  heads  of  four  other 
Federal  agencies  appointed  by  the 
President,  one  Governor  and  one  mayor 
appointed  by  the  President,  the 
President  of  the  National  Conference  of 
State  Historic  Preservation  Officers,  the 
Chaihnan  of  the  National  Trust  for 
Historic  Preservation,  and  seven  private 
citizens  appointed  by  the  President. 

The  Council's  regulations  require  that 
the  panel  be  composed  of  five  members 
three  from  the  private  sector  (with  one 
chairing)  and  two  Federal  members. 
This  panel  will  be  chaired  by  Mr. 
Alexander  Aldrich  of  Saratoga  Springs, 
New  York.  The  panel  will  meet  at 
Murrells  Inlet.  Place  and  time  have  yet 
to  be  set  and  may  be  obtained  from  the 
Executive  Director. 

The  panel  will  consider  written  and 
oral  statements  from  concerned  parties. 
Written  statements  should  be  submitted 
to  the  Executive  Director  of  the  Council 
by  July  13, 1981.  Persons  wishing  to 
make  oral  statements  should  notify  the 
Executive  Director  by  July  15, 1981. 
Additional  information  concerning  the 


meeting  or  the  submission  of  statements 
is  available  from  the  Executive  Director, 
Advisory  Council  on  Historic 
Preservation,  Suite  530, 1522  K  Street 
NW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20005  (202-254- 
3967). 

Dated:  June  29, 1981. 

Robert  R.  Garvey,  Jr., 

Executive  Director.  • 

|FR  Doc.  81-19584  Filed  7-2-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4310-10-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Cooperative  State  Research  Service 

Cooperative  Forestry  Research 
Advisory  Board 

In  accordance  with  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act  of  October  6, 
1972  (Public  Law  92-463,  86  Stat.  770- 
776),  the  Cooperative  State  Research 
Service  announces  the  following 
meeting; 

Name:  Cooperative  Forestry  Research 
Advisory  Board. 

Time:  July  21, 1981, 8:30  a.m.-5:00  pjn.;  July 
22, 1981,  8:30  a.m.-5:00  p.m. 

Place:  Old  Tavern,  Grafton.  Vermont, 

Meeting  Room. 

Type  of  meeting:  Open  to  the  public.  Persons 
may  participate  in  the  meeting  as  time  and 
space  permit. 

Comments:  Written  statements  may  be  filed 
with  the  Board  before  or  after  the  meeting 
with  the  contact  person  listed  below.  Also, 
names  of  Board  members  may  be  obtained 
from  the  contact  person. 

Purpose:  The  Advisory  Board  will  consider 
recommendations  on  the  allocation  of 
research  funds,  review  program 
information,  evaluate  program  activities, 
and  identity  research  priorities.  The  Board 
will  review  progress  in  regional-national 
planning  and  develop  recommendations. 
Research  of  die  host  institution  and  the 
Northeastern  region  will  be  described  and 
discussed  with  the  Board. 

Contact  Person  for  Agenda  and  More 
Information:  John  D.  Sullivan  (202)  447- 
3555,  Cooperative  State  Research  Service, 
U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture, 

Washington,  D.C.  20250. 

Dated:  June  29, 1981. 

W.  I.  Thomas, 

Administrator,  Cooperative  State  Research 
Service. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19684  Filed  7-2-81: 8:45  am) 

BILUNO  CODE  3410-03-M 

Rural  Electrification  Administration 

Fanners  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.; 
Rnding  of  No  Significant  Impact 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration  (REA)  has 
made  a  Finding  of  No  Significant  Impact 
with  respect  to  proposed  Hnancing 


assistance  to  Farmers  Electric 
Cooperative,  Inc.,  (FEC)  Clovis,  New 
Mexico,  for  the  construction  of  new 
transmission  facilities  in  New  Mexico.  A 
proposed  69  kV  transmission  line  will 
extend  16  km  (10  mi)  from  the  proposed 
Tucumcari  Substation  in  Quay  County 
to  the  existing  FEC  Lesbia  Substation.  A 
proposed  115  kV  line  will  extend  95.2 
km  (59.5  mi)  from  the  proposed 
Tucumcari  Substation  to  the  existing 
FEC  Santa  Rosa  Substation  in 
Guadalupe  County. 

REA  reviewed  a  Borrower's 
Environmental  Report  (BER)  prepared 
by  FEC  and  determines  that  it 
represents  an  accurate  assessment  of 
the  environmental  impact  of  the  project. 
Based  upon  the  BER  and  information 
from  other  sources,  REA  prepared  an 
Environmental  Assessment  concerning 
the  proposed  project  and  its  impacts. 
REA  conclude  that  proposed  bnancing 
assistance  would  not  represent  a  major 
Federal  action  significantly  affecting  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment 

REA  has  determined  that  the 
proposed  project  will  not  adversely 
affect  floodplains,  wetlands,  federally 
listed  threatened  or  endangered  species, 
important  farmlands  or  known  cultural 
resources.  Alternatives  examined 
included  no  action,  underground 
construction  and  use  of  existing 
facilities.  After  reviewing  these 
alternatives,  REA  determined  that  the 
proposed  project  is  the  best  alternative 
because  it  meets  EEC's  needs  with  the 
minimum  of  adverse  impact. 

REA’s  Finding  of  No  Significant 
Impact  and  Environmental  Assessment 
and  EEC's  BER  may  be  reviewed  in  or 
requested  from  the  Office  of  the 
Director,  Distribution  Systems  Division. 
Room  3304,  South  Agriculture  Building, 
Rural  Electrification  Admiiustration, 
Washington,  D.C.  20250,  telephone:  (202) 
447-4413,  or  at  the  office  of  Farmers 
Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.,  (Mr.  Melvin 
Walker,  Manager),  P.O.  Box  550,  Clovis, 
New  Mexico  88101,  telephone:  (505)  762- 
4466. 

This  Program  is  listed  in  the  Catalog 
of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  as 
10.850 — Rural  Electrification  Loans  and 
Loan  Guarantees. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  26th  day  of 
June  1981. 

Joe  S.  ZoUer, 

Acting  Administrator,  Rural  Electrification 
Administration. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19621  Filed  7-2-61: 8:45  raij 
BILLING  CODE  3410-1S-M 
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Moreau-Grand  Cooperative,  Inc.; 
Finding  of  No  Significant  Impact 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration  (REA)  has 
made  a  Finding  of  No  Significant  Impact 
in  connection  with  the  proposed 
financing  assistance  to  Moreau-Grand 
Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.,  (MGEC)  of 
Timber  Lake,  South  Dakota. 

The  proposed  project  is  to  construct  a 
69  kV  transmission  line  fi'om  Eagle  Butte 
to  La  Plant  in  Dewey  County,  South 
Dakota,  to  rebuild  an  existing  69  kV  line 
beginning  in  Timber  Lake,  Dewey 
County,  and  traversing  to  Little  Eagle, 
Corson  County,  and  to  build  a  69  kV  line 
from  the  vicinity  of  McLaughlan  to 
Wakpala,  in  Corson  County,  South 
Dakota. 

MGEC  prepared  a  Borrower’s 
Environmental  Report  (BER)  on  the 
proposed  project  and  REA  prepared  an 
Environmental  Assessment  (EA)  on  the 
proposed  project. 

After  an  independent  evaluation  of 
the  BER,  the  EA,  and  information  from 
other  sources,  REA  has  concluded  the 
proposed  project  will  not  have  a 
significant  impact  on  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  and  prepared  a 
"Finding  of  No  Significant  Impact.”  The 
“Finding  of  No  Significant  Impact,’’ 
REA’s  EA,  and  MGEC’s  BER  may  be 
reviewed  in  the  office  of  the  Director, 
Distribution  Systems  Division,  Rural 
Electrification  Administration,  Room 
3306,  South  Agriculture  Building, 
Washington,  D.C.  20250,  telephone  (202] 
447-4413  or  at  the  office  of  the 
cooperative,  Moreau-Grand  Electric 
Cooperative,  Inc.,  Timber  Lake,  South 
Dakota  57856,  telephone  (605)  865-3511. 

This  Program  is  listed  in  the  catalog  of 
the  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  as 
10.850  Rural  Electrification  Loans  and 
Loan  Guarantees. 

Dated  at  Washington.  D.C..  this  26th  day  of 
June  1981. 

Joe  S.  ZoUer, 

Acting  Administrator,  Rural  Electrification 
Administration. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19622  Filed  7-2-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  3410-15-M 

Vermont  Electric  Cooperative  Inc., 
Finding  of  No  Significant  Impact 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administratin  (REA)  has 
prepared  q  Finding  of  No  Significant 
Impact  (FONSI)  in  connection  with 
possible  financing  assistance  to 
Vermont  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc., 
(VEC)  of  Johnson,  Vermont,  for  the 
proposed  construction  of  a  4.0  MW 
hydroelectric  generating  plant  and 
associated  facilities,  located  at  the 
existing  North  Hartland  Dam  on  the 


Ottauquechee  River  in  Windsor  County, 
Vermont.  The  FONSI  concludes  that 
there  is  no  need  for  REA  to  prepare  an 
environmental  impact  statement  in 
connection  with  its  possible  action  of 
providing  financing  assistance  for  the 
proposed  North  Hartland  facilities. 

VEC  has  applied  to  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  (FERC) 
for  a  license  to  undertake  construction 
and  operation  of  the  proposed  North 
Hartland  Dam  Project  (FTOC  Project  No. 
2816).  REA  independently  reviewed 
information  in  the  license  application 
pertaining  to  the  environmental  aspects 
of  the  project  along  with  other 
information  obtained  fi'om  VEC.  This 
information  was  considered  adequate 
by  REA  for  a  project  of  this  type. 

REA  has  prepared  an  Environmental 
Assessment  (EA)  incorporating 
information  provided  by  VEC  to  FERC 
and  to  REA.  VEC’s  information  and 
REA’s  EA  consider  the  potential  impacts 
of  the  proposed  North  Hartland  Dam 
Project  on  threatened  and  endangered 
species,  important  farmlands, 
archealogical  and  historic  sites, 
floodplains  and  wetlands,  and  other 
areas  of  concern.  Alternatives  to  the 
proposed  project  considered  by  VEC 
and  REA  included  no  action,  obtaining 
peak  power  needs  from  conventional 
sources  (gas  combustion  turbines), 
conservation  and  load  management, 
alternative  hydroelectric  sites,  and 
alternative  arrangements  utilizing  North 
Hartland  Dam. 

Based  on  its  inde])endent  evaluation, 
REA  has  concluded  that  the  proposed 
project  is  the  best  alternative  for  VEC  to 
pursue  at  this  time  as  part  of  VEC’s 
overall  plan  to  meet  the  power  and 
energy  requirements  of  its  member- 
consumers.  REA  has  further  concluded 
that  providing  financing  assistance  to 
VEC  for  this  project  would  not  represent 
a  major  Federal  action  significantly 
affecting  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment.  REA  has,  therefore,  made 
a  Finding  of  No  Significant  Impact  in 
accordance  with  Section  IV£  and  D  of 
REA  Bulletin  20-21:320-21,  Part  I. 

Copies  of  REA’s  FONSI,  REA’s  EA, 
and  '^C’s  license  application  and  other 
information  used  by  REA  in  reaching  its 
conclusions  may  be  reviewed  in  the 
office  of  the  Director,  Energy 
Management  and  Utilization  Division, 
Rural  Electrification  Administration, 
Room  5908,  South  Agriculture  Building, 
Washington,  D.C.  20250,  telephone:  (202) 
447-6065  and  at  the  main  office  of 
Vermont  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc,, 
School  Street,  Johnson,  Vermont  05656, 
telephone:  (802)  635-2331.  Copies  of 
REA’s,  FONSI  and  FA  are  available  by 
mail  upon  request  to  the  Director, 


Energy  Management  and  Utilization 
Division  at  the  address  given  above. 

'This  program  is  listed  in  the  Catalog 
of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  as 
10.850 — Rural  Electrification  Loans  and 
Loan  Guarantees. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  25th  day  of 
June  1981. 

Joe  S.  ZoUer, 

Acting  Administrator,  Rural  Electrification 
Administration. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19623  Filed  7-2rm-.  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  3410-lS-M 

Soil  Conservation  Service 

Haviland’s  Cove  Park  RC&O  Measure, 
New  York 

agency:  Soil  Conservation  Service, 
USDA. 

action:  Notice  of  a  Finding  of  No 
Significant  Impact. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Paul  A.  Dodd,  State  Conservationist 
Soil  Conservation  Service,  100  South 
Clinton  Street  Syracuse,  New  Yorit 
13260,  telephone  315-423-5076. 

NOTICE:  Pursuant  to  Section  102(2)(c)  of 
the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
of  1969;  the  Council  on  Environmental 
Quality  Guidelines  (40  CFR  Part  1500); 
and  the  Soil  Conservation  Service 
Guidelines  (7  CFR  Part  650):  The  Soil 
Conservation  Service,  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture,  gives  notice  that  an 
environmental  impact  statement  is  not 
being  prepared  for  the  Haviland’s  Cove 
Park  RC&D  Measure,  Warren  County, 
New  York. 

The  environmental  assessment  of  this 
federally  assisted  action  indicates  that 
the  project  will  not  cause  significant 
local,  regional,  or  national  impacts  on 
the  environment.  As  a  result  of  these 
findings,  Mr.  Paul  A.  Dodd,  State 
Conservationist,  has  determined  that  the 
preparation  and  review  of  an 
environmental  impact  statement  are  not 
needed  for  this  project. 

’The  measure  concerns  a  plan  for  the 
improvement  and  expansion  of 
Haviland’s  Cove  Park  in  the  city  of 
Glens  Falls,  New  York.  The  planned 
project  includes  expanding  the  present 
beach  and  bathhouse,  adding  30  picnic 
tables,  a  picnic  shelter,  softball  field, 
basketball  court,  tennis  court,  and 
playground  equipment  along  with 
necessary  sanitary  facilities,  roads, 
parking,  etc. 

The  Notice  of  a  Finding  of  No 
Significant  Impact  (FNSI)  has  been 
forwarded  to  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency.  The  basic  data 
developed  during  the  environmental 
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assessment  are  on  file  and  may  be 
reviewed  by  contacting  Mr.  Paul  A. 
Dodd.  The  FNSI  has  been  sent  to 
various  Federal,  State,  and  local 
agencies  and  interested  parties.  A  ' 
limited  number  of  copies  of  the  FNSI  are 
available  to  fill  single  copy  requests  at 
the  above  address. 

Implementation  of  the  proposal  will 
not  be  initiated  until  August  5, 1981. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  10.901.  Resource  Conservation 
and  Development  Program.  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  Circular  A-95 
regarding  State  and  local  clearinghouse 
review  of  Federal  and  federally  assisted 
programs  and  projects  is  applicable] 

Dated;  June  25, 1981. 

Joseph  W.  Haas, 

Deputy  Chief  for  Natural  Resource  Projects. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19618  Filed  7-2-81:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  3410-16-M 


Johnson  Creek  Watershed, 
Washington 

agency:  Soil  Conservation  Service, 
USDA. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Authorization  of 
Federal  Assistance  in  the  Installation  of 
Works  of  Improvement. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Lynn  A.  Brown,  State 
Conservationist,  Soil  Conservation 
Service,  360  U.S.  Courthouse,  West  920 
Riverside  Avenue,  Spokane, 

Washington  99201,  telephone  509-456- 
3711. 

NOTICE:  Federal  assistance  in  the 
installation  of  works  of  improvement 
under  the  authority  of  the  Watershed 
Protection  and  Flood  Prevention  Act  (16 
U.S.C.  1001-1008)  has  been  authorized 
for  the  Johnson  Creek  Watershed, 
Washington. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  10.904,  Watershed  Protection 
and  Flood  Prevention  Program,  Public  Law 
83-566, 16  U.S,C.  1001-1008) 

Dated;  June  25, 1981. 

David  G.  Unger, 

Associate  Chief  Soil  Conservation  Service. 

|FR  Df>c.  81-18614  Filed  7-2-81:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  3410-16-M 


Menominee  County  Memorial  Park 
RC&D  Measure,  Michigan 

agency:  Soil  Conservation  Service, 
USDA. 

action:  Notice  of  a  Finding  of  No 
Significant  Impact. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Homer  R.  Hilner,  State 
Conservationist,  Soil  Conservation 


Service,  1405  South  Harrison  Road,  East 
Lansing,  Michigan  48823,  telephone  517- 
337-6702. 

NOTICE:  Pursuant  to  Section  102{2)(C)  of 
the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
of  1969:  the  Council  on  Environmental 
Quality  Guidelines  (40  CFR  Part  1500): 
and  the  Soil  Conservation  Service 
Guidelines  (7  CFR  Part  650):  the  Soil 
Conservation  Service,  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture,  gives  notice  that  an 
environmental  impact  statement  is  not 
being  prepared  for  the  Menominee 
County  Memorial  Park  RC&D  Measure, 
Menominee  County,  Michigan. 

The  environmental  assessment  of  this 
federally  assisted  action  indicates  that 
the  project  will  not  cause  significant 
local,  regional,  or  national  impacts  on 
the  environment.  As  a  result  of  these 
findings,  Mr.  Homer  R.  Hilner,  State 
Conservationist,  has  determined  that  the 
preparation  and  review  of  an 
environmental  impact  statement  are  not 
needed  for  this  project. 

The  measure  concerns  a  plan  for  the 
installation  of  facilities  for  public  water- 
based  recreation.  The  planned  works  of 
improvement  include  the  following 
items:  a  concrete  walk  and  steps  to  the 
beach  level,  benches,  a  flag  pole,  electric 
service,  critical  area  planting  on  2  acres 
and  planting  20  shade  trees.  Total 
construction  cost  is  estimated  to  be 
$38,000:  $19,000  RC&D  funds,  and 
$19,000  local  funds. 

The  Notice  of  a  Finding  of  No 
Significant  Impact  (FNSI)  has  been 
forwarded  to  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency.  The  basic  data 
developed  during  the  environmental 
assessment  are  on  file  and  may  be 
reviewed  by  contacting  Mr.  Homer  R. 
Hilner.  The  FNSI  has  been  sent  to 
various  Federal,  State,  and  local 
agencies  and  interested  parties.  A 
limited  number  of  copies  of  the  FNSI  are 
available  to  fill  single  copy  requests  at 
the  above  address. 

Implementation  of  the  proposal  will 
not  be  initiated  until  August  5, 1981. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  10.901,  Resource  Conservation 
and  Development  Program.  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  Circular  A-95 
regarding  State  and  local  clearinghouse 
review  of  Federal  and  federally  assisted 
programs  and  projects  is  applicable.) 

Dated;  June  25, 1981. 

Joseph  W.  Haas, 

Deputy  Chief  for  Natural  Resource  Projects. 

(FR  Doc.  81-19617  Filed  7-2-81:  8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  3410-16-M 


Providence  Church  Road  and  Seed 
Tick  Road  Critical  Area  Treatment 
R.  C.  ft  D.  Measure,  Indiana 

agency:  Soil  Conservation  Service, 
USDA. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  finding  of  no 
signficant  impact. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACr. 

Mr.  Robert  L.  Eddleman,  State 
Conservationist,  Soil  Conservation 
Service,  5610  Crawfordsville  Road, 
Indianapolis,  Indiana  46224,  telephone 
317-269-6515. 

NOTICE:  Pursuant  to  Section  102(2](C)  of 
the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
of  1969:  the  Council  on  Environmental 
Quality  Guidelines  (40  CFR  Part  1500): 
and  the  Soil  Conservation  Service 
Guidelines  (7  CFR  Part  650):  the  Soil 
Conservation  Service,  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture,  gives  notice  that  an 
environmental  impact  statement  is  not 
being  prepared  for  the  F*rovidence 
Church  Road  and  Seed  Tick  Road 
Critical  Area  Treatment  R.C.  &  D. 
Measure,  Gibson  County,  Indiana. 

The  environmental  assessment  of  this 
federally  assisted  action  indicates  that 
the  project  will  not  cause  significant 
local,  regional,  or  national  impacts  on 
the  environment.  As  a  result  of  these 
findings,  Mr.  Robert  L.  Eddleman,  State 
Conservationist,  has  determined  that  the 
preparation  and  review  of  an 
environmental  impact  statement  are  not 
needed  for  this  project. 

The  meaure  concerns  a  plan  for 
critical  area  treatment.  The  planned 
works  of  improvements  include  1 V2 
acres  of  critical  area  shaping,  1  Vz  acres 
of  critical  area  seeding,  and  four  grade 
stabilization  structures. 

The  Notice  of  a  Finding  of  No 
Significant  Impact  (FNSI)  has  been 
forwarded  to  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency.  The  basis  data 
developed  during  the  environmental 
assessment  are  on  file  and  may  be 
reviewed  by  contacting  Mr.  Robert  L. 
Eddleman.  The  FNSI  has  been  sent  to 
various  Fedeal,  State,  and  local  agencies 
and  interested  parties.  A  limited  number 
of  copies  of  the  FNSI  are  available  to  fill 
single  copy  requests  at  the  above 
address. 

Implementation  of  the  proposal  will 
not  be  initiated  until  August  5, 1981. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  10.901,  Resource  Conservation 
and  Development  Program.  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  Circular  A-95 
regarding  State  and  local  clearinghouse 
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review  of  Federal  and  federally  assisted 
programs  and  projects  is  applicable. 

Joseph  W.  Hass, 

Deputy  Chief  for  Natural  Resource  Projects. 
Dated:  June  25, 1981. 

|FR  Ooa  81-19620  Filed  7-Z-81: 8:45  ain| 

BIUINQ  CODE  3410-1fr-M 


Winters  Road  Critical  Area  Treatment 
R.C.  &  D.  Measure,  New  Jersey 

agency:  Soil  Conservation  Service, 
USDA. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  a  Hnding  of  no 
signiflcant  impact. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Plater  T.  Campbell,  State 
Conservationist,  Soil  Conservation 
Service,  1370  Hamilton  Street,  Somerset, 
New  Jersey  08873,  telephone  201-246- 
1205. 

NOTICE:  Pursuant  to  Section  102{2)(C]  of 
the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
of  1969;  the  Council  on  Environmental 
Quality  Guidelines  (40  CFR  Part  1500); 
and  the  Soil  Conservation  Service 
Guidelines  (7  CFR  Part  650);  the  Soil 
Conservation  Service,  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture,  gives  notice  that  an 
environmental  impact  statement  is  not 
being  prepared  for  the  Winters  Road 
Critical  Area  Treatment  R.C.  &  D. 
Measure,  Warren  Coimty,  New  Jersey. 

The  environmental  assessment  of  this 
federally  assisted  action  indicates  that 
the  project  will  not  cause  significant 
local,  regional,  or  national  impacts  on 
the  environment.  As  a  result  of  these 
findings,  Mr,  Plater  T.  Campbell,  State 
Conservationist,  has  determined  that  the 
preparation  and  review  of  an 
environmental  impact  statement  are  not 
needed  for  this  project. 

The  measure  concerns  the  installation 
of  a  water  and  sediment  control  basin  at 
the  head  of  a  gullied  area  in  Pohatcong 
Township.  Water  from  an  intensive 
upslope  agricultural  area  will  be 
intercepted  eliminating  sediment  and 
debris  deposits  on  downstream 
properties  and  Winters  Road. 

The  Notice  of  a  Finding  of  No 
Significant  Impact  (FNSI)  has  been 
forwarded  to  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency.  The  basic  data 
developed  during  the  environmental 
assessment  are  on  file  and  may  be 
reviewed  by  contacting  Mr.  Plater  T. 
Campbell.  The  FNSI  has  been  sent  to 
various  Federal,  State,  and  local 
agencies  and  interested  parties.  A 
limited  number  of  copies  of  the  FNSI  are 


available  to  HU  single  copy  requests  at 
the  above  address. 

Impelementation  of  the  proposal  will 
not  be  initiated  until  August  5, 1981. 
(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  10.901,  Resource  Conservation 
and  Development  Program.  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  Circular  A-95 
regarding  State  and  local  clearinghouse 
review  of  Federal  and  federally  assisted 
programs  and  projects  is  applicable) 

Dated:  June  25, 1981. 

Joseph  W.  Haas, 

Deputy  Chief  for  Natural  Resource  Projects. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19619  Filed  7-2-81;  845  am] 

BILLING  CODE  3410-16-11 

Office  of  the  Secretary  - 

Section  22  Import  Fees;  Determination 
of  Quarterly  Imjiort  Fees  On  Sugar 

agency:  Office  of  the  Secretary,  USDA. 
action:  Notice. 

summary:  Headnote  4(c)  of  Part  3  of  the 
Appendix  to  the  Tariff  Schedules  of  the 
United  States  (TSUS)  requires  the 
Secretary  of  A^culture  to  determine  on 
a  quarterly  basis  the  amount  of  the  fees 
which  shall  be  imposed  on  imports  of 
raw  and  refined  sugar  (TSUS  items 
956.05, 956,15,  and  957.15)  under  the 
authority  of  Section  22  of  the 
Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1933,  as 
amended.  This  notice  announces  those 
determinations  for  the  third  calendar 
quarter  of  1981. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  1, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT*. 
WiUiam  F.  Doering,  Foreign  Agricultural 
Service,  Department  of  Agriculture, 
Washington,  D.C.  20250  (202-447-6723). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  By 
Presidential  Proclamation  No.  4631, 
dated  December  28, 1978,  Headnote  4  of 
Part  3  of  the  TSUS  was  amended  to 
provide  that  quarterly  adjusted  fees 
shall  be  imposed  on  imports  of  raw  and 
refined  sugar  (TSUS  items  956.05, 956.15, 
and  957.15).  Paragraph  (c)(ii)  of 
Headnote  4  provides  that  the  quarterly 
adjusted  fee  for  item  956.15  shall  be  the 
amount  by  which  the  average  of  the 
daily  spot  (world)  price  quotations  for 
raw  sugar  for  the  20  consecutive  market 
days  immediately  preceding  the  20th 
day  of  the  month  preceding  the  calendar 
quarter  during  which  the  fee  shall  be 
applicable  (as  reported  by  the  New  York 
Coffee  and  Sugar  Exchange  or,  if  such 
quotations  are  not  being  reported,  by  the 
International  Sugar  Organization), 
expressed  in  United  States  cents  per 
pound,  Caribbean  ports,  in  bulk. 


adjusted  to  a  United  States  delivered 
basis  by  adding  the  applicable  duty  and 
0.90  cents  per  pound  to  cover  attributed 
costs  for  freight,  insurance,  stevedoring, 
bnancing,  weighing  and  sampling,  is  less 
than  15.0  cents  per  pound.  However, 
whenever  the  average  of  the  daily  spot 
price  quotations  for  10  consecutive 
market  days  within  any  calendar 
quarter,  adjusted  to  a  United  States 
delivered  basis,  plus  the  fee  then  in 
effect:  (1)  exceeds  16.0  cents,  the  fee 
then  in  effect  shall  be  decreased  by  one 
cent;  or  (2)  is  less  than  14.0  cents,  the  fee 
then  in  effect  shall  be  increased  by  one 
cent.  The  fee,  in  any  event,  may  not  be 
greater  than  50  per  centum  of  the 
average  of  such  daily  spot  price 
quotations.  Paragraph  (c)(i)  further 
provides  that  the  quarteriy  adjusted  fee 
for  items  956.05  and  957.15  shall  be  the 
amount  of  the  fee  for  item  956.15  plus  .52 
cents  per  pound. 

The  average  of  the  daily  spot  (world) 
price  quotations  for  raw  sugar  for  the 
applicable  period  prior  to  the  third 
calendar  quarter  of  1981  has  been 
calculated  to  be  16.60  cents  per  pound. 
This  results  in  a  fee  of  0.00  cents  per 
pound  for  item  956.15,  since  the  sum  of 
the  16.60  cents  average  spot  price  -i- 
0.625  cents  duty  -F  .90  cents  attributed 
costs  is  greater  than  15.0  cents. 
Accordingly,  the  fee  for  items  956.05  and 
957.15  for  the  third  calendar  quarter  of 
1981  is  0.52  cents  per  pound. 

Headnote  4(c)  requires  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  to  determine  and 
announce  the  amount  of  the  quarterly 
fees  no  later  than  the  25th  day  of  the 
month  preceding  the  calendar  quarter 
during  which  the  fees  shall  be 
applicable.  The  Secretary  is  also 
required  to  certify  the  amounts  of  such 
fees  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and 
file  notice  thereof  with  the  Federal 
Register  prior  to  the  beginning  of  the 
calendar  quarter  during  which  the  fees 
shall  be  applicable.  This  notice  is 
therefore  being  issued  in  order  to 
comply  with  the  requirements  of 
Headnote  4(c). 

Notice 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  in 
accordance  with  the  requirements  of 
Headnote  4(c)  of  Part  3  of  the  Appendix 
to  the  Tariff  Schedules  of  the  United 
States,  it  is  determined  that  the 
quarterly  adjusted  fees  for  raw  and 
refined  sugar  (TSUS  items  956.05,  956.15, 
and  957.15)  for  the  third  calendar 
quarter  of  1981  shall  be  as  follows; 
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Item  Fee 


956.05 . . . . 0.52  cents  per  lb. 

956.15  _  0.00  cents  per  lb. 

957.15  . . .  0.52  cents  per  lb. 


The  amounts  of  such  fees  have  been 
certified  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 


in  accordance  with  paragi-aph  (c)(iii)  of 
Headnote  4. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  June  30, 
1981. 

John  R.  Block, 

Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

IFR  Doc.  81-19710  Filed  7-2-81: 8:45  ami 

BILUNG  CODE  3410-10-M 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 


Applications  for  Certificates  of  Public  Convenience  and  Necessity  and  Foreign 

Air  Carrier  Permits 

Permits  Hied  under  subpart  Q  of  the  Board’s  procedural  regulations.  (See,  14 
CFR  302.1701  et  seq.)  Week  Ended  June  26, 1981. 

Subpart  Q  Applications 

The  due  date  for  answers,  conforming  application,  or  motions  to  modify  scope 
are  set  forth  below  for  each  application  following  the  answer  period  the  Board 
may  process  the  application  by  expedited  procedures.  Such  procedures  may  con¬ 
sist  of  the  adoption  of  a  show-cause  order,  a  tentative  order,  or  in  appropriate 
cases  a  final  order  without  further  proceedings. 


Date  filed 


Dock¬ 
et  No. 


Description 


June  23.  1981 .  39739  Northwest  Ahlines,  Inc..  MinrreapoHs/St.  Paul  Int'l.  Airport,  St.  Paui,  Minnesota  55111. 

Conforming  Application  of  Northwest  Airlines,  Inc.  pursuant  to  Section  401  of  the  Act  and  Subpart 
Q  of  the  Board’s  Procedural  Regulations,  requests  an  amendment  of  its  Certificates  of  Public 
Convenience  and  Necessity  for  Route  3-F  or  for  a  new  certificate  or  certificates  so  as  to 
authorize  it  to  perform  scheduled  foreign  air  transportation  (of  man,  passengers,  and  property!. 
Route  3-F 


"Between  a  point  or  points  in  the  United  States  and  a  point  or  points  in  Chke.” 

Northwest  further  requests  that  the  Board  add  a  condition  permitting  it  to  integrate  Its  new 
authority  with  other  Caribbean  service  presently  authorized  in  its  Certificates  to  the  extent 
pennitted  by  applicable  Agreements  and  Treaties. 

Answers  may  be  filed  by  July  8, 1981. 

June  26,  1981 _  39750  Northwest  Airlines,  Inc.,  MinneapoUs/St.  Paul  Int’l  Airport,  St.  Paul,  Minnesola  55111. 

Application  of  Northwest  Airlines,  Inc.  pursuant  to  Section  401  of  the  Act  and  Subpart  O  of  the 
Board’s  Procedural  Regulations,  requests  an  amendment  of  its  certificates  of  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity  for  Routes  179,  213,  and  279  so  as  to  realign  its  transatlantic  authorities 
and  integrate  them  in  a  single  certificate. 

Conforming  Applications,  motions  to  modify  scope,  and  Answers  may  be  filed  by  July  24,  1981. 

June  26,  1961 .  39752  Midway  Airlines,  Inc.,  5700  S.  Cicero  Avenue,  Chicago,  IHInois  60636. 

Application  of  Midway  Airlines,  Inc.  pursuant  to  Section  401  of  the  Act  and  Subpart  O  of  the 
Board’s  Procedural  Regulations,  requests  that  the  Board  amend  its  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  for  Route  187  so  as  to  add  Tampa  and  Orlando,  Florida  as 
additional  intermediate  points  at  which  it  is  authorized  to  engage  in  the  scheduled  interstate  air 
transportation  of  persons,  property  and  mail. 

Conforming  Applications,  motions  to  modify  scope,  and  Answers  may  be  filed  by  July  24,  1981. 

June  26,  1961 .  39755  United  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  66100,  Chicago,  Illinois  60666. 

Application  of  United  Air  Lines,  Inc.  pursuant  to  Section  401  of  the  Act  and  Subpart  Q  of  the 
Board's  Procedural  Regulations,  requests  an  amendment  of  its  Certificate  of  Public  Convenience 
and  Necessity  for  Route  57  so  as  to  authorize  it  to  perform  scheduled  foreign  air  transportation 
(of  man,  passengers  and  property)  between  a  point  or  points  in  the  United  States  and  a  point  or 
points  in  Greece  and  Egypt.  United  requests  that  the  authority  applied  for  herein  be  included  on 
the  same  segment  as  the  routes  beign  considered  for  United  in  Dockets  39474  and  39475.  The 
foreign  air  transportation  service  for  which  United  herein  applies  is  consistent  with  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity  as  concluded  in  the  Transpacific  Low-Fare  Route  Proceeding,  Order 
81-1-30  (December  24,  1980). 

Ckxiforming  Applications,  motions  to  modify  scope,  and  Answers  may  be  filed  by  July  24,  1981. 


Phylli8  T.  Kaylor, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-19676  Filed  7-2-81:  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  6320-01-M 


[Docket  No.  31290/Order  81-6-190] 

Establishment  of  the  Interim  Standard 
Industry  Fare  Level 

Order 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 


Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C. 
on  the  29th  day  of  June  1981. 

The  Airline  Deregulation  Act  of  1978 
(ADA)  requires  that  the  Board  compute 
a  “standard  industry  fare  level”  (SIFL) 
based  upon  the  fare  level  in  effect  on 
July  1, 1977,  and,  not  less  than 
semiannually,  update  the  SIFL  by 
increasing  or  decreasing  it  by  the 
percentage  change  in  actual  operating 
costs  per  available  seat-mile  (ASM)  for 
interstate  and  overseas  transportation 


combined.  Once  computed,  the  SIFL 
becomes  the  benchmark  for  measuring 
the  statutory  zone  of  reasonableness. 

Applying  our  methodology  to  the  year 
ended  March  1981  financial  data  and 
May  1981  fuel  costs  '  and  projecting  fuel 
and  nonfuel  costs  to  October  1, 1981,  the 
midpoint  of  the  July-December  period, 
results  in  a  cost  escalation  factor  of 
1.7819  over  July  1, 1977  or  an  increase 
over  the  last  SIFL  adjustment  of  about 
1.2  percent.  (See  Appendix.)  We  have 
decided  to  return  to  a  six-month 
projection  period  since  fuel  prices  have 
leveled  off  and  the  world's  ^el 
producers  have  indicated  that  prices 
will  probably  remain  unchanged  through 
the  end  of  this  year. 

Our  usual  methodology  projects  the 
average  change  in  price  over  the  last  four 
months  to  the  chosen  future  date,  then 
adds  the  projected  change  to  the  current 
fuel  price.  However,  in  this  case,  due  to 
the  leveling  of  fuel  prices,  in  order  to 
give  greater  emphasis  to  May’s  prices, 
we  have  based  our  current  fuel 
projection  on  the  mean  of  the  four  month 
average  and  the  May  increase.  Weekly 
fuel  prices  reported  to  us  indicate  that 
fuel  prices  have  leveled  off  over  the  past 
two  months,  and  that  an  adjustment  to 
our  usual  methodology  is  required  to 
achieve  realistic  results.  Consequently, 
in  this  case,  we  projected  an  average 
iiicrease  of  1.39  cents  per  month  for  four 
and  one-half  months  (to  October  1, 

1981),  then  added  this  6.26  cents  to  the 
May  price — projecting  a  cost  of  111.19 
cents  per  gallon  as  of  October  1, 1981. 


'See  the  following  table: 

Trunk  and  Local  Service  Carrier  Scheduled  Service 
Fuel  Price  Calculation 


Month 

Price/ 

gallon 

(cents) 

Change 

from 

prior 

month 

(cents) 

February . 

.  99.57 

5.43 

March . 

.  103.67 

4.10 

April . 

.  104.86 

1.19 

May . 

.  104.93 

.07 
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In  our  recent  mail  rate  order  (Order 
81-6-134,  June  19,1981)  we  used  a 
somewhat  different  method  to  project 
fuel  costs.  However,  applying  this 
method  to  passenger  fares  results  in 
relatively  insignificant  differences  in  the 
SIFL  adjustment  factor  from  the  method 
used  herein  and  used  previously  in 
connection  with  passenger  fare 
adjustments.  Thus,  it  was  decided  to 
continue  without  fuel  adjustment 
methodology  lor  passenger  fare  level 
changes  as  modified. 

Revisions  to  the  SIFL  adjustment 
factor  also  control  the  upward  flexibility 
in  connection  with  the  zone  of  limited 
suspension  for  domestic  passenger 
fares.  The  calculation  is  described  in  14 
CFR  399,  Statement  of  General  Policy. 
Section  399.32(d)(1)  currently  provides 
flexibility  above  the  SIFL  plus  $16  of  30 
percent.  These  regulations  also  provide 
that  each  time  the  Board  adjusts  the 
SIFL  for  cost  increases,  it  will  adjust  the 
$16  figure  by  the  same  percentage 
rounded  to  the  nearest  whole  dollar. 
However,  the  current  SIFL  adjustment  of 
1.2  percent  does  not  result  in  any  change 
in  the  current  $16  amount. 

It  should  be  noted,  however  that  we 
intend  to  monitor  closely  fuel  prices 
over  the  ensuing  months  and,  if 
necessary,  we  shall  revise  the  SIFL 
should  the  actual  fuel  prices  fluctuate 
significantly,  either  up  or  down,  from 
our  projection. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  and  particularly 
section  1002, 

1.  We  set  the  cost  adjustment  factor 
for  the  Standard  Industry  Fare  Level 
effective  July  1, 1981,  to  be  1.7819; 

2.  We  set  the  Standard  Industry  Fare 
Level  formula  effective  July  1, 1981,  as 
follows;  Terminal  charge,  $28.80;  plus, 
0.1575/mile  (0-500  miles);  0.120l/mile 
(501-1,500  miles);  0.1155/mile  (over  1,500 
miles). 

This  order  shall  be  served  on  the  Air 
Transport  Association  of  America,  all 
certificated  carriers,  and  shall  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Secretary. 


Appendix  k.— Methodology  for  Determining  Change  in  Qjerating  Expense  per  AvaUbie  Seat- 

Mile 


Trunks 

Local 

Trunks  ToM 

plus  psgr/ 

locale  cargo** 

Year  ended  March  1981 

.$21,361  $3,665  : 

$25,026  $25,496 

Less:  All-Cargo  Exp.* 

Belly  Offset*.. 

Non-Scheduled‘ 

Trans-Related* 

Phis:  Capitalized  Lease  Adj  '• 

Passenger  Operating  Expense 

316  - 

316  316 

..  1.131 

125 

449 

..  19,340 

167 

37 

41 

3.420 

1398  1367 

162  186 

490  498 

22.780  23.132 
7342  NA 

15.418  NA. 

324358  328340 

.04750  NA 

02262  NA 

.07012  37041 

Year  ended  March  1980 

Total  Oper.  Expense  ‘  (mils.) . . 

..  18.717 

2314 

21.631  22390 

220  . 

220  220 

Belly  Offset » 

Norv^heduled  •  -  - 

Trans.  Related  ‘ 

Plus:  Capitalized  Lease  Adj  ■<> 

Passenger  Operating  Expense 

Passenger  Fuel  Cost  ‘ ' 

Passenger  Non-Fuel  Cost 

._  1.098 

130 
401 

...  16368 

156 

37 

38 

2.685 

1354  1310 

167  190 

437  445 

19.553  19325 
S.Z70  NA 
13.783  NA 
323.794  327.706 

.04257  NA 

31782  NA 

namo  nannn 

1136  NA 

11.56  NA 

2239  NA 

.05300  NA 

.02773  NA 

.08073  ••38106 

Year  ended  March  1977 

_..  $11,726 

$1,500 

$13318  $13301 

238 

238  238 

Belly  Offset  * 

Non-scheduled  • 

729 

96 

825  865 

220 

427 

35 

111 

255  268 

538  554 

Passenger  Oper.  Expense .  — — 

.  10.112 

1,348 

11.480  11378 

(112) 

11386 

- 

„  263.021  265337 

..._  _ .04351 

.  04549 

08106 

_ 78.19 

■HiZ 

••%/•••  1  .rw.  s,...  - . 

D.P.F.I.  Formula  Effective  July  15,  1977  •* 

Terminal  Charge  $16.16;  Phis  .0884/mile  (0-500  miles);  .0674/mile  (501-1.500  miles);  .0648/mie  (over  1.500  mles) 

SIFL  Formula  Through  December  31, 1981  • 

Terminal  Charge  $28.80;  Plus  .1575/mile  (0-500  miles);  .1201/mile  (601-1.500  mies);  .11S5/mie  (over  1,500  mies) 

'  Total  operating  expense  for  all  operations  and  service  Cn  millions). 

•  Sctieduled  all-cargo  operations  expense.  _ _ 

’  Total  schedulertseivice  cargo  revenue,  less  scheduled  all-cargo  operations  revenue,  carried  as  a  oy-pttuwa  at  i 

belly  compartments.  Includes  frrt^t  express,  pnority  and  non-pnonty  U.S  mail,  and  excess  baggage.  _ _ 

•  Total  non-scheduled  revenues  times  .95,  assuming  charter  operations  would  only  be  conrhjded  at  a  prow. 

‘  Total  transport-related  expense,  less  any  excess  of  expense  over  total  transport-related  revenues. 

•  We  here  protect  costs  from  Oct  1.  1980  (the  mid(Joint  of  the  data  year  ended  March  1981).  lo  Oct  1. 1981  Bw  i 
increase  factor  effective  through  Dec.  31,  1981 

’  Operating  expense  per  for  year-ended  March  1981  times  proiected  change. 

®  Projected  operating  expense  per  ASM  on  Oct  1,  1981  dwided  by  the  operating  expense  as  M  Aiy  1,  1977 

•Adjustment  results  in  a  1.2  percent  increase.  _ _  _ .  .  .  . 

'•  Now  that  all  appropriate  leases  have  been  capitalized,  we  have  discontinued  our  adpjslmeia  or  cuieni  dua  ny  i 
thG  bdse  period.  ^  _ 

•  •  Total  fuel  cost  scheduled  service,  times  complement  of  rate  of  AIK^ar^)  expense  to  total  Opataang 
'•Order  77-7-26. 
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Year  ended  Marcn  1977  cost  per  ASM.  times  cost  escalation  factor  of  1.04543  (to  July  5.  1977).  See  DPFt  workpapers, 
Y.E.  March,  1977 

■r  Estimated  average  cost  per  gallon  for  the  trunk  plus  local  servicr'  carriers  at  Oct  1,  1981  divided  by  the  average  for  the 
year  errded  March  1981  (90.70t). 

•  »  Change  in  Tnmks  plus  Locals  cost  per  ASM  at  Oct.  1,  1981  to  year  ended  March  1981  times  Total  Psgt/Cargo  cost  for 
the  year  ended  March  1981. 

Includes  Alaskan,  Hawaiian  and  other  regional  carriers 


|FR  Doc.  81-19873  Filed  7-2-81;  8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  6320-01-M 


[Order  81-6-181] 

Fitness  Determination  of  Air  HHnois, 
Inc. 

agency:  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 
action:  Notice  of  Commuter  Air  Carrier 
Fitness  Determination — Order  81-6-181, 
Order  to  Show  Cause. 


summary:  The  Board  is  proposing  to 
find  that  Air  Illinois,  Inc.  is  fit,  willing, 
and  able  to  provide  commuter  air  carrier 
service  under  section  419(c)(2)  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act,  as  amended;  that 
it  is  capable  of  providing  reliable 
essential  air  service;  and  that  the 
aircraft  used  in  this  service  conform  to 
applicable  safety  standards.  The 
complete  text  of  this  order  is  available, 
as  noted  below. 

DATES:  Responses:  All  interested 
persons  wishing  to  respond  to  the 
Board’s  tentative  fitness  determination 
shall  serve  their  responses  on  all 
persons  listed  below  no  later  than  July 
17, 1981,  together  with  a  summary  of  the 
testimony,  statistical  data,  and  other 
material  relied  upon  to  support  the 
allegations. 

ADDRESSES:  Responses  or  additional 
data  should  be  filed  with  the  Essential 
Air  Services  Division,  Room  920,  Civil 
Aeronautics  Board,  Washington,  D.C. 
20428,  and  with  all  persons  listed  in 
Attachment  A  of  Order  81-6-181. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Larry  Intravia.  Bureau  of  Domestic 
Aviation,  Civil  Aeronautics  Board,  1825 
Connecticut  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20428,  (202)  673-6068. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
complete  text  of  Order  81-6-181  is 
available  from  the  Distribution  Section, 
Room  516, 1825  Connecticut  Avenue, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  Persons  outside 
the  metropolitan  area  may  send  a 
postcard  request  for  Order  81-6-181  to 
the  Distribution  Section,  Civil 
Aeronautics  Board,  Washington,  D.C. 
20428. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board:  June  26. 
1981. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19671  Filed  7-2-81: 8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6320-01-M 


Fitness  Determination  of  Sunbird 
Airlines,  Inc. 

agency:  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 
action:  Notice  of  Commuter  Air  Carrier 
Fitness  Determination — Order  81-6-180, 
Order  To  Show  Cause. 


SUMMARY:  The  Board  is  proposing  to 
find  that  Sunbird  Airlines,  Inc.  is  fit, 
willing,  and  able  to  provide  commuter 
air  carrier  service  under  section 
419(c)(2)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  as 
amended;  that  it  is  capable  of  providing 
reliable  essential  air  service;  and  that 
the  aircraft  used  in  this  service  conform 
to  applicable  safety  standards.  The 
complete  text  of  this  order  is  available, 
as  noted  below. 

date:  Responses;  All  interested  persons 
wishing  to  respond  to  the  Board’s 
tentative  fitness  determination  shall 
serve  their  responses  on  all  persons 
listed  below  no  later  than  July  17, 1981, 
together  with  a  summary  of  the 
testimony,  statistical  data,  and  other 
material  relied  upon  to  support  the 
allegations. 

ADDRESSES:  Responses  or  additional 
data  should  be  filed  with  the  Essential 
Air  Services  Division,  Room  921,  Civil 
Aeronautics  Board,  Washington,  D.C. 
20428,  and  with  all  persona  listed  in 
Attachment  A  of  Qrder  81-6-180. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Ms.  Teresa  Smith,  Bureau  of  Domestic 
Aviation.  Civil  Aeronautics  Board,  1825 
Ccmnecticut  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20428  (202)  673-5348. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
complete  text  of  Order  81-6-180  is 
available  from  the  Distribution  Section, 
Room  516, 1825  Connecticut  Avenue. 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  Persons  outside 
the  metropolitan  area  may  send  a 
postcard  request  for  Order  81-6-180  to 
the  Distribution  Section,  Civil 
Aeronautics  Board,  Washington,  D.C. 
20428. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board:  )une  26. 
1981. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Secretary. 

jFR  Doc.  81-19672  Filed  7-2-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6320-01-M 


[Docket  316191 

Ruth  C.  A.  Keene  and  Trans 
International  Airlines,  Inc.  (Part  252 
Enforcement  Proceeding); 
Reassignment  of  Proceeding 

This  proceeding  is  hereby  reassigned 
to  Administrative  Law  Judge  John  M. 
Vittone.  Future  communications  should 
be  addressed  to  Judge  Vittone. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  June  29, 1981. 
Joseph  J.  Saunders, 

Chief  Administrative  Law  Judge. 

(FR  Doc.  81-19674  Filed  7-2-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6320-01-M 


[Docket  39634] 

U.S.-London  Case  (1982);  Prehearing 
Conference 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a 
prehearing  conference  in  the  above- 
entitled  matter  is  assigned  to  be  held  on 
July  8, 1981,  at  10:00  a.m.  (local  time),  in 
Room  1003,  Hearing  Room  “D", 
Universal  Building  North,  1875 
Connecticut  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20428,  before  the  undersigned 
administrative  law  judge. 

Dated  at  Washington.  D.C..  June  29. 1981. 
Elias  C.  Rodriguez, 

Administrative  Law  Judge. 

|FR  Doc.  01-19675  Filed  7-2-01;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6320-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

International  Trade  Administration 

Notice  of  Consolidated  Decision  on 
Applications  for  Duty-Free  Entry  of 
Electron  Microscopes 

The  following  is  a  consolidated 
decision  on  applications  for  duty-free 
entry  of  electron  microscopes  pursuant 
to  section  6(c)  of  the  Educational, 
Scientific  and  Cultural  Materials 
Importation  Act  of  1966  (Pub.  L.  89-651, 
80  Stat.  897)  and  the  regulations  issued 
thereunder  as  amended  (15  CFR  301). 
(See  especially  §  301.11(e).) 

A  copy  of  the  record  pertaining  to 
each  of  the  applications  in  this 
consolidated  decision  is  available  for 
public  review  between  8:30  A.M.  and 
5:00  P.M.  in  Room  2119  of  the 
Department  of  Commerce  Building,  14th 
and  Constitution  Avenue,  N.W„ 
Washington,  D.C.  20230. 

Docket  No.  81-00050.  Applicant: 
Regents  of  the  University  of  California, 
405  Hilgard  Avenue,  Los  Angeles,  CA 
90024.  Article:  Electron  Microscope,  JEM 
lOOCX  and  Accessories.  Manufacturen 
JEOL  Ltd.,  Japan.  Intended  use  of  article: 
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See  Notice  on  page  16920  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  March  16, 1981.  Article 
ordered:  July  31, 1980. 

Docket  No.  81-00055.  Applicant: 
Children’s  Hospital  Medical  Center, 
Department  of  Pathology,  Elland  & 
Bethesda  Avenue,  Cincinnati,  Ohio 
45229.  Article:  Electron  Microscope, 
Model  EM  109.  Manufacturer:  Carl 
Zeiss,  West  Germany.  Intended  use  of 
article:  See  Notice  on  page  18564  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  March  25, 1981. 
Article  ordered:  October  16, 1979. 

Docket  No.  81-00060.  Applicant: 
University  of  Alabama  in  Birmingham, 
University  Station,  Birmingham,  AL 
35294.  Article:  Electron  Microscope, 
Model  JEM  lOOCX.  Manufacturer:  JEOL 
Ltd.,  Japan.  Intended  use  of  article:  See 
Notice  on  page  18565  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  March  25, 1981.  Article 
ordered:  September  22, 1980. 

Docket  No.  81-00063.  Applicant: 
William  S.  Middleton  Memorial 
Veterans  Hospital,  2500  Overlook 
Terrace,  Madison,  WI  53705.  Article: 
Electron  Microscope,  Hitachi  Model  H- 
300.  Manufacturer:  Nissie  Sangyo 
American,  Japan.  Intended  use  of  article: 
See  Notice  on  page  18565  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  March  25, 1981.  Article 
ordered:  September  25, 1980. 

Docket  No.  81-00067.  Applicant: 
University  of  Alabama  in  Birmingham, 
University  Station,  Birmingham, 
Alabama  35294.  Article:  Electron 
Microscope,  Model  JEM  lOOCX  with 
Accessories.  Manufachuer  JEOL  Ltd., 
Japan.  Intended  use  of  article:  See 
Notice  on  page  18565  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  March  25, 1981.  Article 
ordered:  September  22, 1980. 

Docket  No.  81-00078.  Applicant:  State 
of  Rhode  Island  Department  of  Mental 
Health,  Retardation  and  Hospitals,  P.O. 
Box  8269,  Cranston,  R.I.  02920.  Article: 
Electron  Microscope,  Model  EM  10  CA 
and  Accessories.  Manufactiuer:  Carl 
Zeiss,  West  Germany.  Intended  use  of 
article:  See  Notice  on  page  18569  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  March  25, 1981. 
Article  ordered:  August  21, 1981. 

Docket  No.  81-00083.  Applicant: 
Pennsylvania  College  of  Optometry, 
1200  West  Godfrey,  Philadelphia,  PA 
19141.  Article:  Electron  Microscope, 
Model  EM  109  and  Accessories. 
Manufacturer:  Carl  Zeiss,  West 
Germany.  Intended  use  of  article:  See 
Notice  on  page  18570  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  March  25, 1981.  Article 
ordered:  April  16, 1980. 

Docket  No.  81-00084.  Applicant: 
University  of  Maryland  School  of 
Medicine,  Department  of  Pathology,  660 
W.  Redwood  Street,  Baltimore,  MD 
21201.  Article:  Electron  Microscope, 
Model  EM  109  and  Accessories. 
Manufacturer:  JEOL  Ltd.,  Japan. 


Intended  use  of  article:  See  Notice  on 
page  18570  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
March  25, 1981.  Article  ordered:  June  18, 
1980. 

Docket  No.  81-00092.  Applicant:  Johns 
Hopkins  University,  Charles  and  34th 
Street,  Baltimore,  Maryland  21218. 
Article:  Electron  Microscope,  Model  EM 
109  and  Accessories.  Manufacturer.  Carl 
Zeiss,  West  Germany.  Intended  use  of 
article:  See  Notice  on  page  18570  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  March  25, 1981. 
Article  ordered:  November  14, 1980. 

Docket  No.  81-00094.  Applicant: 
Franklin  Research  Center,  20th  &  Race 
Streets,  Philadelphia,  PA  19103.  Article: 
Electron  Microscope,  Model  JEM  lOOCX 
with  Accessories.  Manufacturer:  JEOL 
Ltd.,  Japan.  Intended  use  of  article:  See 
Notice  on  page  18571  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  March  25, 1981.  Article 
ordered:  November  21, 1980. 

Docket  No.  81-00096.  Applicant: 
Uniformed  Services,  University  of  the 
Health  Sciences,  School  of  Medicine, 
4301  Jones  Bridge  Road,  Bethesda,  MD 
20014.  Article:  Electron  Microscope, 
Model  JEM  lOOCX  with  Accessories. 
Manufacturer:  JEOL  Ltd.,  Japan. 

Intended  use  of  article:  See  Notice  on 
page  18571  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
March  25, 1981.  Article  ordered: 
November  20, 1980. 

Docket  No.  81-00098.  Applicant: 
University  of  Illinois  Medical  Center, 
Research  Resources  Center  (933  Bldg.J, 
P.O.  Box  6998,  Chicago,  Illinois  60660. 
Article:  Electron  Microscope,  Model  JEM 
lOOS  with  Accessories.  Manufacturer 
JEOL  Ltd.,  Japan.  Intended  use  of  article: 
See  Notice  on  page  18572  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  March  25, 1981.  Application 
received  by  Commissioner  of  Customs: 
January  6, 1981. 

Comments:  No  comments  have  been 
received  with  respect  to  any  of  the 
foregoing  application.  Decision: 
Applications  approved.  No  instrument 
or  apparatus  of  equivalent  scientific 
value  to  the  foreign  articles,  for  such 
purposes  as  these  articles  are  intended 
to  be  used,  was  being  manufactured  in 
the  United  States  at  the  time  the  articles 
were  ordered.  Reasons:  Each  foreign 
article  to  which  the  foregoing 
applications  relate  is  a  conventional 
transmission  electron  microscope 
(CTEMJ.  The  description  of  the  intended 
research  and/or  educational  use  of  each 
article  established  the  fact  that  a 
comparable  CTEM  is  pertient  to  the 
purposes  for  which  each  is  intended  to 
be  used.  We  know  of  no  CTEM  which 
was  being  manufactured  in  the  United 
States  eidier  at  the  time  of  order  of  each 
article  described  above  or  at  the  time  of 
receipt  of  application  by  the  U.S. 
Customs  Service. 


The  Department  of  Commerce  knows 
of  no  other  instrument  or  apparatus  of 
equivalent  scientific  value  to  any  of  the 
foreign  articles  to  which  the  foregoing 
applications  relate,  for  such  purposes  as 
these  articles  are  intended  to  be  used, 
which  was  being  manufactured  in  the 
United  States  either  at  the  time  of  order 
or  at  the  time  for  receipt  of  application 
by  the  U.S.  Customs  Service. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  11.105.  Importation  of  Duty-Free 
Educational  and  Scientific  Materials) 

Frank  W.  Creek 

Acting  Director,  Statutory  Import  Programs 
Staff. 

(FR  Doc.  81-19634  Filed  7-2-81: 8:45  am] 

BIUJN6  CODE  3510-2S-H 


Pig  Iron  From  West  Germany; 
Preliminary  Results  of  Administrative 
Review  of  Antidumping  Finding 

agency:  International  Trade 
Administration.  Commerce. 

action:  Notice  of  Preliminary  Results  of 
Administrative  Review  of  Antidumping 
Finding. 

SUMMARY:  The  Department  of 
Commerce  has  conducted  an 
administrative  review  of  the 
antidumping  finding  on  pig  iron  fiom 
West  Germany.  The  review  covers  the 
three  known  exporters  of  this 
merchandise  for  various  periods  through 
Jime  30, 1980.  This  review  indicates  no 
shipments  for  those  exporters  and  time 
periods. 

Interested  parties  are  invited  to 
comment  on  these  preliminary  results. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  6, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Brian  Kelly,  or  David  Chapman,  Office 
of  Compliance,  International  Trade 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230 
(202-377-2923). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Procedural  Background 

On  July  24, 1971,  a  dumping  finding 
with  respect  to  pig  iron  fiom  West 
Germany  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  as  Treasury  Decision  71-192  (36 
FR  13780).  A  ‘Tentative  Determination 
to  Modify  or  Revoke  Dumping  Finding” 
with  respect  to  the  merchandise  was 
published  by  the  Department  of  the 
Treasury  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
October  2. 1978  (34  FR  18560).  Reasons 
for  the  tentative  revocation  were  given 
in  the  notice  and  interested  parties  were 
given  an  opportunity  to  present  written 
or  oral  views.  Treasury  took  no  final 
action  on  the  proposed  revocation. 
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On  January  1, 1980,  the  provisions  of 
title  I  of  the  Trade  Agreements  Act  of 
1979  became  effective.  Title  I  replaced 
the  provisions  of  the  Antidumping  Act  of 
1921  {“the  1921  Act”)  with  a  new  title 
VU  to  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930  (“the  Tariff 
Act").  On  January  2, 1980,  the  authority 
for  administering  the  antidumping  duty 
law  was  transferred  from  the 
Department  of  the  Treasury  to  the 
Department  of  Commerce  (“the 
Department").  The  Department 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
March  28, 1980  (45  FR  20511-20512)  a 
notice  of  intent  to  conduct 
administrative  reviews  of  all 
outstanding  dumping  Hndings.  As 
required  by  section  751  of  the  Tariff  Act, 
the  Department  has  conducted  an 
administrative  review  of  the  Hnding  on 
pig  iron  from  West  Germany.  The 
substantive  provisions  of  the  1921  Act 
and  the  appropriate  Customs  Service 
regulations  apply  to  all  unliquidated 
entries  made  prior  to  January  1, 1980. 

Scope  of  the  Review 

Imports  covered  by  this  review  are 
shipments  of  pig  iron,  currently 
classifiable  under  item  numbers  606.1300 
and  606.1500  of  the  Tariff  Schedules  of 
the  United  States  Annotated  (TSUSA). 

The  Department  knows  of  three  West 
German  exporters  of  pig  iron  to  the 
United  States.  The  review  covers 
various  periods  through  June  30, 1980, 
during  which  shiimients  of  pig  iron  may 
have  been  made  to  the  United  States. 

The  firms  and  review  periods  are  listed 
below. 

Preliminary  Results  of  the  Review 

As  a  result  of  our  review,  we 
preliminarily  determine  that  there  were 
no  shipments  for  the  three  firms  in  the 
following  periods: 

Metallhuttanwerke  G.m.b.H. — 3/1/75-6/30/ 

80 

Rheinstahl.  A.G.— 1/1/73-6/30/80 
Duisburger  Kupferhutte — 8/1/79-6/30/80 

Since  the  firms  have  failed  to  provide 
the  written  agreement  required  by 
§  353.54(e)  of  the  Commerce 
Regulations,  the  Department  will  take 
no  further  action  on  revocaticm  at  this 
time.  Interested  parties  may  submit 
written  comments  on  these  preliminary 
results  on  or  before  August  5, 1981  may 
request  disclosure  and/or  a  hearing  on 
or  before  July  21, 1981.  The  Department 
will  puUish  the  final  results  of  the 
administrative  review  including  the 
results  of  its  analysts  of  any  such 
comments  or  hearing. 

Further,  as  required  by  §  353.48(b)  of 
the  Commerce  Regulations,  a  cash 
deposit  based  on  the  most  recent  margin 
for  each  firm  usually  would  be  requir^ 


on  all  shipments  of  pig  iron  from  West 
Germany  entered,  or  withdrawn  from 
warehouse,  for  consumption  on  or  after 
the  date  of  publication  of  the  final 
results.  The  most  recent  margin 
calculated  for  each  of  the  firms  was 
3ero,  and  therefore  the  Department  shall 
not  require  cash  deposits  on  shipments 
of  West  German  pig  iron.  This  waiver  of 
deposit  shall  remain  in  effect  until 
publication  of  the  final  results  of  the 
next  administrative  review. 

This  administrative  review  and  notice 
are  in  accordance  with  section  751(a)(1) 
of  the  Tariff  Act  (19  U.S.C.  1675(a)(1) 
and  §  353.53  of  the  Commerce 
Regulations  (19  CFR  353.53). 

Dated:  June  30, 1981. 

Gary  N.  Horlick, 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Import 
Administration. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19669  Filed  7-2-81;  8:45  amj 

BILLINO  CODE  3S10-2S-M 


Truck  Trailer  Axle-and-Brake 
Assemblies  From  the  Hungarian 
People’s  Republic;  Postponement  of 
Preliminary  Decision 

agency:  International  Trade 
Administration,  Commerce. 
action:  Postponement  of  Preliminary 
Antidumping  Determination. 

summary:  This  notice  informs  the  public 
that  the  Department  of  Commerce  has 
determined  that  this  antidumping  case  is 
“extraordinarily  complicated,”  and  that 
the  Department  will  postpone  its 
preliminary  determination  as  to  whether 
sales  of  truck  trailer  axle-and-brake 
assemblies  from  the  Hungarian  People’s 
Republic  have  occurred  at  less  than  fair 
value  until  not  later  than  September  10, 
1981, 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  6, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

John  J.  Kenkel,  Import  Administration 
Specialist,  Office  of  Investigations. 
Import  Administration,  U.S.  Department 
of  Commerce,  14th  Street  &  Constitution 
Avenue,  NW,  Washington,  D.C.  20230 
(202-377-3464). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 

March  11, 1981,  the  Department  of 
Commerce  published  notice  in  the 
Federal  Renter  (46  FR  16109)  that  it 
was  initiating,  under  section  732(b)  of 
the  Tariff  Act  of  1930  (19  U.SwC. 
1673a(b)),  an  antidumping  investigation 
to  determine  whether  truck  trailer  axle- 
and-brake  assemblies  from  the 
Hungarian  People's  Republic  are  being 
or  are  likely  to  be  sold  at  less  than  fair 
value.  The  notice  stated  that,  unless  the 
investigation  were  extended,  the 
Department  would  issue  a  preliminary 


determination  not  later  than  July  22, 

1981.  Section  733(cJ  of  the  act  provides 
that  the  Department  of  Commerce  may 
postpone  its  preliminary  determination 
concerning  sales  at  less  than  fair  value 
if  it  concludes  that  the  parties  involved 
are  cooperating  in  the  investigation,  the 
case  is  extraordinarily  complicated,  and 
additional  time  is  needed  to  make  the 
preliminary  determination. 

Pursuant  to  section  733(c)  of  the  Act, 
the  Department  concludes  that  the 
parties  concerned  are  cooperating  and 
that  this  case  is  extraordinarily 
complicated  because  it  presents  a  novel 
issue.  This  is  one  of  the  first  dumping 
cases  brought  against  a  country  which 
traditionally  has  been  considered  to  be 
state  controlled,  but  which  may  have 
certain  sectors  which  operate  like  a  free- 
market  economy.  In  order  to  determine 
the  appropriate  measure  of  fair  value, 
the  Import  Administration  has  had  to 
analyze  the  nature  of  the  Hungarian 
economy  in  general  and  the  industrial 
sector  in  detail.  Therefore,  the 
Department  will  need  additional  time  to 
collect  and  analyze  data  necessary  for  a 
preliminary  determination. 

Accordingly,  the  Department  will 
issue  a  preliminary  determination  in  this 
case  not  later  than  September  10, 1981. 

This  notice  is  published  pursuant  to  section 
733(c)(2)  of  the  Act  (19  UJ5.C.  1673b(c)(2)). 

Dated:  June  26, 1981. 

David  L.  Binder, 

Acting  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Import 
Administration. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19596  Filed  7-2-81:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  3S10-2$-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 
Department  of  the  Air  Force 

New  Systems  of  Records 

agency:  Department  of  the  Air  Force. 
action;  Notice  of  a  new  system  of 
records. 

summary:  The  Air  Force  proposes  to 
establish  two  new  systems  of  records 
subject  to  the  Privacy  Act  of  1974.  The 
systems  notices  for  these  new  systems 
of  records  are  published  below. 

DATES:  These  systems  shall  be  effective 
as  proposed  without  further  notice  on 
August  5, 1981  unless  comments  are 
received  which  would  result  in  a 
contrary  determination. 

ADDRESS:  Any  comments  including 
written  data,  views  or  arguments 
concerning  the  proposed  systems  should 
be  addressed  to  the  system  manager 
identified  in  each  notice. 
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FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Jon  E.  Updike.  HQ  USAF/DAAD  (s). 
Room  4A-1088I,  The  Pentagon 
Washington,  D.C.  20330,  Telephone: 

(202)  694-3431. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The  Air 

Force  system  of  records  notices 
inventory  subject  to  the  Privacy  Act  of 
1974  (5  U.S.C.  522a)  Pub.  L.  93-579  have 
been  published  to  date  in  the  Federal 
Register  at: 

PR  Doc  79-37052  (44  FR  74145)  December  17. 
1979 

FR  Doc  81-897  (46  FR  6443)  January  21. 1981 
FR  Doc  81-7598  (46  FR  16110)  March  11. 1981 

The  Department  of  the  Air  Force  has 
submitted  new  system  reports  for  these 
two  systems  as  required  by  the 
provisions  of  5  U.S.C.  552a(o)  as  follows: 


System  Na  Date  of  report 

- - - ^ - 

F05008  SAC  A _ _  June  1. 1961. 

F05002  SAC  C _ _ _  May  20i.  1981. 


M.  S.  Mealy, 

OSD  Federal  Register  Liaison  Officer. 
Washington,  Headquarters  Services 
Department  of  Defense. 

)une  29, 1981. 

F09003  SAC  A 
SYSTEM  NAME: 

Unaccompanied  Personnel  Quarters 
Assignment/Termination. 

SYSTEM  LOCATION: 

All  Strategic  Air  Command  bases. 
Located  in  the  Base  Billeting  Operations 
office  and  in  the  respective  Squadron 
Orderly  Room.  Official  mailing 
addresses  are  in  the  Department  of 
Defense  directory  in  the  appendix  to  the 
Air  Force’s  systems  notices. 

CATEGORIES  OF  INOIVIOUALS  COVERED  BY  THE 

system: 

Unaccompanied  military  personnel 
who:  (1)  apply  for  or  who  are  entitled  to 
occupy  unaccompanied  quarters,  (2) 
accept  or  decline  unaccompanied  on- 
base  quarters,  (3)  reside  offibase  at  their 
own  expense,  (4)  accept  inadequate 
quarters,  and/or  (5)  are  identified  as 
authorized  to  reside  off-base  with 
prescribed  quarters  allowance. 

CATEGORIES  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

Records  related  to  apjriication. 
assignment,  acceptance,  declination,  or 
termination  of  unaccompanied  quarters: 
authorization  for  unacccnnpanied 
personnel  to  reside  off-base  at  their  own 
expense;  voluntary  acceptance  of 
inadequate  quarters;  and/or 
authorization  to  reside  off-base  with 
prescribed  quarters  allowance. 


AUTHORITY  FOR  MAINTENANCE  OF  THE 

system: 

10  U.S.C.  8012,  Secretary  of  the  Air 
Force:  power  and  duties;  delegation  by. 

ROUTINE  USES  OF  RECORDS  MAINTAINED  IN 
THE  SYSTEM,  INCLUDINO  CATEGORIES  OF 
USERS  AND  THE  PURPOSES  OF  SUCH  USES: 

To  effectively  manage  unaccompanied 
personnel  quarters;  establish  and 
maintain  a  record  of  application  for 
unaccompanied  personnel  quarters 
assignment;  terminate  assignment  to 
unaccompanied  quarters;  and  grant 
authorization  to  reside  off-base  with  or 
without  specified  quarters  allowance. 

POLICIES  AND  PRACTICES  FOR  STORING, 
RETRIEVING,  ACCESSING,  RETAINING,  AND 
DISPOSING  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

storage: 

Maintained  in  hie  folders. 

retrievability: 

Retrieved  by  name. 

SAFEGUARDS: 

Records  are  accessed  by  custodian  of 
unit  files  and  by  personnel  responsible 
for  servicing  the  record  system  in 
performance  of  official  duties.  File 
folders  are  stored  in  locked  rooms  and 
drawers. 

RETENTION  AND  DISPOSAU 

Records  are  destroyed  by  tearing  into 
pieces,  shredding,  burning,  macerating, 
or  pulping  when  superseded  or  when 
individual  is  reassigned. 

SYSTEM  MANAOER(S)  AND  ADDRESS: 

Base  Billeting  Manager  and 
Commanders  of  Strategic  Air  Command 
Squackon  on  SAC  bases. 

NOTIFICATION  PROCEDURE: 

Individuals  may  contact  the  Base 
Billeting  Manager  or  Commanders  of 
Strategic  Command  Squadrons  on  SAC 
bases.  Requests  to  determine  existence 
of  record  should  include  full  name  and 
grade  and  approximate  dates  individual 
was  assigned  to  or  serviced  by  the 
Billeting  Operation  fimction  on  Strategic 
Air  Command  bases,  subsequent  to  1 
July  1981. 

RECORD  ACCESS  PROCEDURES: 

Access  is  controlled  by  Base  Billeting 
Manager  at  base  level  or  by  Squadron 
Commanders  at  squadron  leveL 

CONTESTING  RECORD  PROCEDURES: 

The  Air  Force's  rules  for  access  to 
records  and  for  contesting  and 
appealing  initial  determinations  by  the 
individual  concerned  may  be  obtained 
from  the  Systems  Manager. 


RECORD  SOURCE  CATEGORIES: 

Information  is  obtained  from  . 
individual. 

SYSTEMS  EXEMPTED  FROM  CERTAIN 
PROVISIONS  OF  THE  ACT 

None. 

F05002  SAC  C 
SYSTEM  name: 

ADP  Training  Management  System. 
SYSTEM  location: 

Headquarters  Strategic  Air  Command. 
Deputy  Chief  of  Staff,  Data  Systems  (HQ 
SAC/AD),  Offutt  AFB,  NE  68113. 

CATEGORIES  OF  mOIVIOUALS  covered  BY  THE 

system: 

Personnel  assigned  to  HQ  SAC/AD. 

CATEGORIES  OF  RECORDS  Rl  THE  SYSTEM: 

Training  Summary  Files:  Records  are 
maintain^  for  each  student  listing 
training  courses  completed  and 
scheduled.  Computer  Based  Training 
(CBT)  Management  For  students 
enrolled  in  Computer  Assisted 
Instructions  (CAI)  courses,  maintains 
record  of  student  progress  and 
responses  to  lesson  material. 

AUTHORITY  FOR  MAINTENANCE  OF  THE 

system: 

10  U.S.C.  8012.  Secretary  of  the  Air 
Force:  powers  and  duties;  delegation  by. 

ROUTINE  USES  OF  RECORDS  MAINTAINEO  Ni 
THE  SYSTEM,  INCLUDINO  CATEGORIES  OP 
USERS  AND  THE  PURPOSE  OF  SUCH  USES: 

Used  to  validate  prerequisites  for 
projected  training,  track  student 
progress  in  CAI  courses,  monitor 
enrollment  processing  actions,  and 
generate  statistical  information  on 
training  trends  within  HQ  SAC/AD. 

POLICIES  AND  PRACTICES  FOR  STORBIQ, 
RETRIEVING,  ACCESSING,  RETAINNIQ,  AND 
DISPOSING  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

storage: 

Course  material  bearing  personal 
information  will  be  stored  on  a  magnetic 
tape/disc  and  hard  copy  course  material 
will  be  stored  in  an  office  that  is  locked 
when  vacant. 

RETRtEVABIUTV: 

By  name,  course,  date,  or 
organizatioiL 

SAFEGUARDS: 

Records  are  accessed  by  personnel 
responsible  for  servicing  the  record 
system  in  performance  of  official  duties. 
Students  have  access  only  to  their  own 
file  by  grant  of  specihc  “permissions.** 
Haiti  copies  of  records  are  stored  in 
locked  rooms  and  cabinets. 
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RETENTION  AND  DISPOSAU 

Retained  until  reassigned  from  HQ 
SAC/AD,  then  computer  files  are  erased 
or  overwritten  and  hard  copies  are 
destroyed  by  tearing  into  pieces, 
shredding,  pulping,  macerating,  or 
burning. 

SYSTEM  MANAGER(S)  AND  ADDRESS: 

Deputy  Chief  of  Staff,  Data  Systems, 
Headquarters  Strategic  Air  Command, 
Offutt  AFB  NE  68113. 

NOTIFICATION  PROCEDURE: 

Deputy  Chief  of  Staff,  Data  Systems 
(HQ  SAC/ADXRT),  Offutt  AFB  NE 
68113.  Requests  to  determine  existence 
of  record  should  include  full  name, 
grade  and  whether  currently  assigned  to 
HQ  SAC/AD. 

RECORD  ACCESS  PROCEDURES: 

Access  to  all  records  is  controlled  by 
HQ  SAC/ADXRT,  Offutt  AFB,  NE  68113. 

CONTESTINO  RECORD  PROCEDURES: 

The  Air  Force  rules  for  access  to 
records  and  for  contesting  and 
appealing  initial  determination  by  the 
individuals  concerned  may  be  obtained 
from  the  Systems  Manager. 

RECORD  SOURCE  CATEGORIES: 

Information  obtained  from  individual 
and  graduation  certificates. 

SYSTEMS  EXEMPTED  FROM  CERTAIN 
PROVISIONS  OF  THE  ACT: 

None.  • 

[FR  Doc.  81-19652  Filed  7-2-81;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  3910-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

Contract  Award;  National  Academy  of 
Public  Administration 

agency:  Department  of  Energy. 
action:  Notice  of  Contract  Award. 

summary:  In  accordance  with  the 
Department  of  Energy  Procurement 
Regulations,  the  Department  of  Energy 
gives  public  notice  that  a  contract  is 
being  awarded,  after  taking  into  account 
the  existence  of  potential  organizational 
conflicts  of  interest,  because  this 
procurement  action  is  determined  to  be 
in  the  best  interest  of  the  United  States. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Edward  F.  Mastal,  U.S.  Department  of 
Energy,  Nuclear  Waste  Management 
and  Fuel  Cycle  Programs,  Office  of 
Nuclear  Energy,  NE-310,  Room  A-276, 
301/353-3723. 

Determination  and  Findings 

Upon  the  basis  of  the  following 
determinations  and  findings,  the 


contract  described  below  is  being 
awarded  to  the  National  Academy  of 
Public  Administration  (NAPA).  Based  on 
an  evaluation  of  the  facts  contained  in 
the  disclosure  statement,  it  has  been 
determined  that  no  organizational 
conflict  of  interest  exists  with  NAPA 
itself.  However,  an  organizational 
conflict  of  interest  may  potentially  exist 
with  one  or  more  of  the  panel  members 
to  be  assembled  by  NAPA  to  complete 
this  work.  Administrative  and  other 
mechanisms  will  be  employed  to 
mitigate  this  potential  organizational 
conflict  of  interest.  This  procurement 
action  is  determined  to  be  in  the  best 
interest  of  the  United  States  pursuant  to 
the  authority  of  Dep  rtment  of  Energy 
Procurement  Regulation  41  CFR  9- 
1.5409(a)(3). 

The  Department  of  Energy  has 
responsibility  for  implementing  National 
policy  and  for  all  nonregulatory 
activities  associated  with  radioactive 
waste  management.  As  lead  agency,  the 
Department  is  responsible  for  the 
preparation  and  implementation  of 
appropriate  plans,  programs,  and 
mechanisms  to  improve  coordination 
and  communication  of  activities  and 
decisions  on  radioactive  waste 
management. 

In  addition  to  the  technical  aspects  of 
radioactive  waste  management, 
mechanisms  need  to  be  identified  to 
resolve  institutional  issues.  These 
include  mechanisms  to  improve 
interagency  coordination  and  planning 
and  Federal/State  interactions. 

Resolution  of  institutional  issues  is  of 
equal  importance  as  resolution  of 
technical  issues.  New  approaches  for 
improving  present  methods  need  to  be 
developed  and  reviewed  which  address 
the  coordination  of  various  activities  of 
the  Federal  agencies,  as  well  as  the 
forging  of  new  “partnerships”  or  means 
for  interacting  with  States,  Indian 
Tribes,  and  local  governments  in 
managing  and  disposing  of  radioactive 
wastes.  The  need  for  improving  specific 
implementing  mechanisms  to  coordinate 
and  integrate  federal  actions  is  a 
dominant  theme  from  commenters 
critiquing  Federal  waste  management 
programs. 

To  discharge  this  responsibility,  it  is 
necessary  for  the  Office  of  Nuclear 
Waste  Management  and  Fuel  Cycle 
Programs  to  explore  new  approaches 
and  obtain  neutral,  expert  assistance  to 
effectively  resolve  these  institutional 
issues.  NAPA  is  an  organization  of 
active  and  distinguished  practitioners 
and  scholars  of  public  administration 
who  have  a  special  concern  with 
program  performance  in  Federal,  State, 
and  local  government,  public  sector 
organization,  and  public  administration. 


The  special  strength  of  the  Academy  lies 
in  its  ability  to  asemble  a  panel  of 
individuals  who  possess  a  breadth  of 
experience  and  a  depth  of  knowledge  in 
the  institutional,  organizational,  and 
administrative  areas  under 
investigation.  When  these  several 
perspectives  are  brought  together  in  a 
panel  forum,  there  is  a  unique 
opportunity  to  probe  past  experience  to 
identify  what  works  or  does  not  work,  to 
forecast  potential  problem  areas  and  to 
point  out  the  most  promising  solutions  to 
such  problems.  NAPA’s  members 
possess  expertise  in  policy  formation, 
program  implementation,  and 
management  in  all  levels  of  government. 
They  can  concentrate  a  broad  range  of 
experts  upon  development  of  specific 
methods  to  coordinate  planning 
activities  of  the  various  government 
groups.  They  provide  neutral  expertise 
in  researching  and  evaluating 
management  techniques,  both  in  place 
and  proposed,  and  would  recommend 
approaches  to  resolve 
intergovernmental  issues. 

In  accordance  with  41  CFR  9-1.5405, 
NAPA  has  provided  disclosure 
information  concerning  its  interests 
related  to  the  contract  work  to  be 
performed  for  the  Department  of  Energy. 
The  disclosure  information  bears  upon 
the  potential  for  organizational  conflict 
of  interest  (1)  with  respect  to  being  able 
to  render  impartial,  technically  sound 
and  objective  assistance  or  advice,  or 
(2)  which  may  give  it  an  unfair 
competitive  advantage.  Based  on 
evaluation  of  the  facts  contained  in  the 
disclosure  statement,  it  has  been 
determined  that  no  organizational 
conflict  of  interest  exists  with  NAPA 
itself.  However,  organizational  conflict 
of  interest  may  potentially  exist  with 
one  or  more  of  the  panel  members  to  be 
assembled  by  NAPA  to  complete  this 
work.  Since  the  NAPA  members  have 
prior  experience  in  public 
administration,  held  Federal  positions, 
and  are  knowledgeable  in  radioactive 
waste  matters,  it  is  almost  impossible 
not  to  have  formed  an  opinion  or  a  bias 
towards  a  particular  process  to  resolve 
institutional  issues.  However,  it  is  this 
very  experience  and  expert  opinion 
which  is  necessary  for  an  application  to 
this  work.  By  providing  a  panel  of 
experts  for  discussion  of  issues  and 
alternative  solutions,  any  such  bias  is 
mitigated  or  eliminated  resulting  in  a 
neutral  and  unbiased  set  of 
recommendations. 

Mitigation 

Selection  of  panel  members  will  be  by 
NAPA.  The  Special  Organizational 
Conflicts  of  Interest  clause  contained  in 
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9-1.5408(2]  will  be  included  in  the 
contract  with  NAPA.  Upon  completion 
of  work,  the  recommendations  and 
associated  rationale  will  be  reviewed  by 
the  Department  of  Energy  and 
incorporated,  as  appropriate,  in  the 
decisionmaking  process  of  the 
Department  of  Energy  to  improve 
mechanisms  for  interagency  and 
intergovernmental  options. 

Determination 

Based  upon  the  above  Findings  and 
Mitigation,  and  in  accordance  with  41 
CFR  9-1.5409(a}(3),  1  hereby  find  that  the 
approval  of  this  contract  award  is  in  the 
best  interest  of  the  United  States. 

Dated:  June  24, 1981. 

John  W.  Crawford,  Jr., 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary  for  Nuclear 
Energy. 

11-11  Doc.  81-19668  Filed  7-2-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  645(M)1-M 


Dose  Assessment  Advisory  Group; 
Open  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Public 
Law  92-463, 86  Stat  770),  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  following  advisory 
committee  meeting. 

Name:  Dose  Assessment  Advisory  Croup 
Date  and  time:  Wednesday.  July  22, 1981 — 
8:30  a.m.  to  approximat^y  5  pjn4 
Thursday.  July  23, 1981 — 8:30  a.m.  to 
approximately  4  p.m. 

Place:  Department  of  Energy,  Nevada 
Operations  Office  Auditorium,  2753  South 
Highland  Drive,  Las  Vegas,  Nevada 
Contact:  Marshall  Page,  Jr.,  Deputy  Project 
Manager,  Off-Site  Radiation  Exposure 
Review  Project,  Nevada  Operations  Office. 
Department  of  Energy,  Box  14100,  Las 
Vegas,  Nevada  89114,  Telephone:  702r-734- 
3194 

Purpose  of  group 

To  provide  the  Secretary  of  Energy  and  the 
Manager,  Nevada  Operations  Office  (NV), 
with  advice  and  recommendations  pertaining 
to  the  Off-Kte  Radiation  Exposure  Review 
Project.  This  project  concerns  the  evaluation 
and  assessment  of  die  amount  of  radiation 
received  by  members  of  the  offsite  population 
surrounding  the  Nevada  Test  Site  (NIE)  as  a 
result  of  the  nuclear  test  operations 
conducted  at  the  NTS. 

Tentative  Agenda 
July  22, 1981 

•  Introduction  and  Briefing 

•  Reports  by  Pathway  Analysis,  Internal 
Dose,  Data  Analysis  and  External  Dose 
Task  Groups  on  model  development. 
Presentations  will  include  model 
validation,  parameters  used  in  models  and 
calculations  used  to  produce  individual 
organ  dose  estimates  for  selected 
individuals 


•  Synopsis  of  external  and  internal  dose 
estimates  for  selected  individuals 

•  Dose  Assessment  Advisory  Group 
discussion 

•  Public  Comment  (5  minute  rule) 

July  23. 1981 

•  Announcements  and  instructions 

•  Presentation  by  Environmental 
Measurements  Laboratory  on  results  of 
recent  environmental  sampling  of  fallout 
areas 

•  Progress  reports  by  Fallout  Verification 
Task  Croups  and  the  Coordination  and 
Information  Center 

•  Discussion  and  recommendations  by  Dose 
Assessment  Advisory  Group 

•  Public  Comment  (5  minute  rule) 

Public  Participation 
The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public  The 
Chairperson  of  the  Group  is  empowered  to 
conduct  the  meeting  in  a  fashion  that  will,  in 
his  judgment,  facilitate  the  orderly  conduct  of 
business.  Any  member  of  the  public  who 
wishes  to  file  a  written  statement  with  the 
Group  will  be  permitted  to  do  so,  either 
before  or  after  the  meeting.  Members  of  the 
public  who  wish  to  make  oral  statements 
pertaining  to  agenda  items  should  contact 
Marshall  Page  at  the  address  or  telephone 
number  listed  above. 

Transcripts 

Available  for  public  review  and  copying  at 
the  Public  Reading  Room,  Room  1E190, 
Forrestal  Building,  1000  Independence 
Avenue,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.,  between  8 
a.m.  and  4  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday, 
except  Federal  holidays. 

Executive  Summary 

Available  approximately  30  days  following 
the  meeting  from  the  Advisory  Committee 
Management  Branch,  telephone  202-252-5187. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  June  30, 

1981. 

Harry  L.  Peebles, 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary,  Management  and 
Administration. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19670  Filed  7-2-81.  ft45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-M 


Office  of  Assistant  Secretary  for 
International  Affairs 

International  Atomic  Energy 
Agreements;  Proposed  Subsequent 
Arrangement;  European  Atomic 
Energy  Community  (EURATOM) 

Pursuant  to  Section  131  of  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  2160)  notice  is  hereby  given  of  a 
proposed  “subsequent  arrangement" 
under  the  Additional  Agreement  for 
Cooperation  Between  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  of  America  and  the 
European  Atomic  Energy  Community 
(EURATOM)  Concerning  Peaceful  Uses 
of  Atomic  Energy;  as  amended,  and  the 
Agreement  for  Cooperation  Between  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  of 
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America  and  die  Government  of 
Norway  Concerning  Civil  Uses  of 
Atomic  Energy,  as  amended. 

The  subsequent  arrangement  to  be 
carried  out  under  the  above  mentioned 
agreements  involves  approval  for  the 
retransfer  from  Norway  to  the  Federal 
Republic  of  Germany  of  83.842  kilograms 
of  uranium,  containing  3.1155  kilograms 
of  U-®*®  (3.7%  average  enrichment)  for 
chemical  purification  and  conversion 
into  UO3  powder.  After  conversion,  it  is 
intended  to  return  the  material  to 
Norway  for  production  of  fuel  elements 
for  the  JEEP  II  and  HBWR  reactors. 

In  accordance  with  Section  131  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended, 
it  has  been  determined  that  approval  of 
this  retransfer,  designated  as  RTD/ 
EU(NO)-33  will  not  be  inimical  to  the 
common  defense  and  security. 

This  subsequent  arrangement  will 
take  effect  no  sooner  than  July  21. 1981. 

For  the  Department  of  Energy. 

Dated:  June  30. 1961. 

Harold  D.  BengeUdocf, 

Director  for  Nuclear  Affairs.  International 
Nuclear  and  Technical  Programs. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19664  Filed  7-8-81;  8:45  ami 
BILLING  CODE  645(M>1-« 


International  Atomic  Energy 
Agreements;  Proposed  Subsequent 
Arrangement;  European  Atomic 
Energy  Community  (EURATOM) 

Pursuant  to  Section  131  of  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  2160)  notice  is  hereby  given  of  a 
proposed  “subsequent  arrangement" 
under  the  Additional  Agreement  for 
Cooperation  Between  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  of  America  and  the 
European  Atomic  Energy  Community 
(EURATOM)  Concerning  Peaceful  Uses 
of  Atomic  Energy,  as  amended,  and  the 
Agreement  for  Cooperation  Between  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  of 
America  and  the  Government  of 
Switzerland  Concerning  Civil  Uses  of 
Atomic  Energy,  as  amended. 

The  subsequent  arrangement  to  be 
carried  out  under  the  above  mentioned 
agreements  involves  approval  for  the 
export  of  248,000  kilograms  of  natural 
uranium  as  uranium  hexafluoride  to 
Switzerland,  for  subsequent  enrichment 
at  the  Eurodif  facility,  Tricastin,  France. 
After  enrichment,  it  is  planned  to  store 
the  enriched  uranium  in  Switzerland,  for 
subsequent  shipment  to  the  United 
States  for  fabrication  of  fuel  elements 
for  the  Kaiseraugst  power  reactor  in 
Switzerland. 

This  subsequent  arrangement  is  to  be 
carried  out  under  the  above  mentioned 
agreements  in  accordance  with  Section 
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402(a)  of  the  Nuclear  Non-Proliferation 
Act  of  1978  (42  U.S.C.  2153a). 

In  accordance  with  Section  131  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended, 
it  has  been  determined  that  approval  of 
this  subsequent  arrangement  will  not  be 
inimical  to  the  common  defense  and 
security. 

This  subsequent  arrangement  will 
take  effect  no  sooner  than  July  21, 1981. 
For  the  Department  of  Energy. 

Dated:  June  30, 1981. 

Harold  D.  Bengelsdorf, 

Director  for  Nuclear  Affairs,  International 
Nuclear  and  Technical  Programs. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19685  Filed  7-2-81: 8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  64S(H)1-M 


International  Atomic  Energy 
Agreements;  Proposed  Subsequent 
Arrangement,  European  Atomic 
Energy  Community  (EURATOM) 

Pursuant  to  Section  131  of  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  2160)  notice  is  hereby  given  of  a 
proposed  "subsequent  arrangement” 
under  the  Agreement  for  Cooperation 
Between  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  of  America  and  the  International 
Atomic  Energy  Agency  (IAEA)  on  the 
Peaceful  Uses  of  Atomic  Energy,  as 
amended. 

The  subsequent  arrangement  to  be 
carried  out  under  the  above  mentioned 
agreement  involves  the  signature  of  a 
Project  and  Supply  Agreement 
amendment  and  related  documents 
concerning  the  proposed  transfer  from 
the  United  States  to  Malaysia  through 
the  IAEA  of  5.48  kilograms  of  uranium, 
enriched  to  approximately  19.9%  in  U- 
235,  for  use  as  research  reactor  fuel. 

In  accordance  with  Section  131  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended, 
it  has  been  determined  that  the 
furnishing  of  this  nuclear  material  will 
not  be  inimical  to  the  common  defense 
and  security. 

This  subsequent  arrangement  will 
take  effect  no  sooner  than  July  21, 1981. 

For  the  Department  of  Energy. 

Dated:  June  30, 1981. 

Harold  D.  Bengelsdorf, 

Director  for  Nuclear  Affairs,  International 
Nuclear  and  Technical  Programs. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19666  Filed  7-2-81: 8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  64S0-01-M 


International  Atomic  Energy 
Agreements;  Proposed  Subsequent 
Arrangements;  Republic  of  Korea 

Pursuant  to  section  131  of  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  2160)  notice  is  hereby  given  of 
proposed  “subsequent  arrangements” 
under  the  Agreement  for  Cooperation 


Between  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  of  America  and  the  Government 
of  the  Republic  of  Korea  Concerning 
Civil  Uses  of  Atomic  Energy,  as 
amended. 

The  subsequent  arrangements  to  be 
carried  out  under  the  above  mentioned 
agreement  involve  supply  of  the 
following  materials: 

Contract  Number  S-KO-10,  2 
milligrams  of  thorium-230  to  be  used  in 
isotope  dilution  analysis  on  rock 
specimens. 

Contract  Number  S-KO-ll,  20 
milligrams  of  uranium-235  to  be  used  in 
isotope  dilution  analysis  on  rock 
specimens. 

In  accordance  with  Section  131  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended, 
it  has  been  determined  that  the 
furnishing  of  these  nuclear  materials 
will  not  be  inimical  to  the  common 
defense  and  security. 

These  subsequent  arrangements  will 
take  effect  no  sooner  than  July  21, 1981. 

For  the  Department  Of  Energy. 

Dated:  June  30, 1981. 

Harold  D.  Bengelsdorf, 

Director  for  Nuclear  Affairs,  International 
Nuclear  and  Technical  Programs. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19667  Filed  7-2-81: 8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6450-01-M 


Economic  Regulatory  Administration 

lOFC  Case  Nos.  51685-2516-01-82;  51685- 
2516-02-82;  51685-2516-03-82;  51685- 
2516-04-82] 

Long  Island  Lighting  Company; 
Termination  of  Prohibition  Order 
Proceedings  Under  the  Powerplant 
and  Industrial  Fuel  Use  Act  of  1978 

agency:  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  DOE. 
action:  Notice  of  Intent  not  to  proceed 
with  Prohibition  Order  Proceedings 
Pursuant  to  Sections  301  and  701  of  the 
Powerplant  and  Industrial  Fuel  Use  Act 
of  1978. 


summary:  On  January  2, 1980,  pursuant 
to  sections  301  and  701(b)  of  the 
Powerplant^nd  Industrial  Fuel  Use  Act 
of  1978  (FUA),  the  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  (ERA)  of  the  Department 
of  Energy  (DOE)  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (45  FR  66)  a  notice  of 
issuance  of  proposed  prohibition  orders 
to  the  Long  Island  Lighting  Company  of 
Mineola,  New  York,  The  orders  would,  if 
Hnalized,  prohibit  the  use  of  petroleum 
or  natural  gas  as  a  primary  energy 
source  in  powerplants  1,  2,  3  and  4  at  the 
Northport  facility  of  Long  Island  Lighting 
Company  (Utility),  located  at 
Huntington,  Long  Island,  New  York. 


ERA  hereby  gives  notice,  pursuant  to 
rules  implementing  FUA,  that  it  does  not 
intend  to  proceed  with  the  prohibition 
order  proceedings  instituted  against  the 
Utility. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Jack  Vandenberg,  Office  of  Public 
Information,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  Department  of 
Energy,  2000  M  Street,  N.W.,  Room  B- 
110,  Washington,  D.C.  20461,  (202) 
653-4055 

Steven  A.  Frank,  Office  of  Fuels 
Conversion,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  Department  of 
Energy,  2000  M  Street,  N.W.,  Room 
3128,  Washington,  D.C.  20461,  (202) 
653-4184 

Douglas  F.  Mitchell,  Office  of  General 
Counsel,  Department  of  Energy,  1000 
Independence  Ave.,  S.W.,  Room  6B- 
178,  Washington,  D.C.  20585,  (202) 
252-2967 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In 

accordance  with  10  CFR  501.51(b)(3), 
publication  of  the  notice  and  issuance  of 
the  proposed  orders  to  powerplants  1,  2, 

3  and  4  at  the  Northport  Generating 
Station  began  a  three  month  comment 
period,  during  which  period  the  Utility 
was  given  an  opportunity  to  challenge 
the  era’s  initial  findings  of  technical 
capability.  During  this  period,  the  Utility 
was  required  to  furnish  ERA  with  such 
additional  evidence  as  was  necessary  to 
enable  ERA  to  make  the  other  statutory 
findings  which  are  required  to  be  made 
by  ERA  prior  to  issuance  of  final 
prohibition  orders.  The  comment  period 
ended  on  April  2, 1980.  On  April  2, 1980, 
the  Utility  submitted  its  initial 
comments  in  response  to  the  proposed 
prohibition  orders.  The  Utility  claimed: 

(1)  The  powerplants  do  not  now  have,, 
nor  have  they  ever  had,  the  technical 
capability  to  bum  coal;  (2)  the  rebuilding 
of  the  powerplants  to  enable  them  to 
bum  coal  would  require  (a)  substantial 
modification,  (b)  substantial  reduction 
in  the  rated  capacity  of  the  units;  and  (3) 
it  is  not  financially  feasible  for  the 
Utility  to  rebuild  the  units  to  burn  coal. 
Further,  possible  temporary  and 
permanent  exemptions  were  identified 
by  the  Utility  for  which  the  powerplants 
may  be  eligible. 

Though  ERA’S  preliminary  findings 
showed  that  the  powerplants  were 
designed  to  bum  coal,  the  Utility  has 
provided  information  which  relate 
substantive  technical  and  financial 
problems  involved  in  the  proposed 
conversion  which  have  led  ERA  to 
conclude  that  it  is  infeasible  to  convert 
the  powerplants  at  this  time  or  in  the 
foreseeable  future. 
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ERA  Rnds  that  the  continuance  of  this 
prohibition  order  process  would  serve 
no  useful  purpose  at  this  time  and 
would/  in  fact,  likely  cause  additional  oil 
consumption  by  the  Utility  by 
preventing  the  formation  of  needed 
capital  to  accomplish  other  oil  reduction 
construction  activities.  10  CFR 
501.51(b)(9)  provides  that  ERA  may 
terminate  a  prohibition  order  proceeding 
at  any  time  prior  to  the  date  upon  which 
a  final  order  shall  become  effective.  In 
view  of  these  facts,  ERA  has  decided  to 
terminate,  and  hereby  gives  notice  that 
it  has  terminated,  the  prohibition  order 
proceedings  against  the  Utility’s 
Northport  powerplants  1,  2,  3  and  4. 

The  public  file  containing  a  copy  of 
this  notice  and  other  documents  and 
supporting  materials  on  this  proceeding 
is  available  for  inspection  upon  request 
at:  ERA,  Room  B-110,  2000  M  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.,  Monday 
through  Friday,  8:00  a.m. — 4:30  p.m. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  June  26, 
1981. 

Robert  L  Davies, 

Director,  Office  of  Fuels  Conversion, 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration. 

(FR  Doc.  81-19661  Filed  7-2-61: 8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  64S0-01-M 


Planet  Engineers  Inc.;  Action  Taken  on 
Consent  Order 

agency:  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  DOE. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  consent 
order  and  opportunity  for  comment. 

summary:  The  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  (ERA)  of  the  Department 
of  Energy  (DOE)  announces  that  it  has 
executed  a  Consent  Order  and  provides 
an  opportunity  for  potential  claims 
against  the  refunds  deposited  in  an 
escrow  account  established  pursuant  to 
the  Consent  Order.  Comments  by: 
August  5, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Send  comments  to  Alan  L. 
Wehmeyer,  Chief,  Crude  Products 
Program  Management  Branch,  Central 
Enforcement  District,  324  East  11th 
Street,  Kansas  City,  Missouri  64106. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Alan  L.  Wehmeyer,  Chief,  Crude 
Products  Program  Management  Branch, 
Central  Enforcement  District,  324  East 
11th  Street,  Kansas  City,  Missouri  64106. 
Phone  (816)  374-5932. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On  June 
16, 1981,  the  Office  of  Enforcement  of 
the  ERA  executed  a  Consent  Order  with 
Planet  Engineers  Incorporated 
(“Planet").  Under  10  CFR  206.199j(b),  a 
Consent  Order  which  involves  a  sum 
less  than  $500,000,  excluding  penalties 


and  interest,  becomes  effective  upon  its 
execution. 

I.  The  Consent  Order 

Planet,  with  its  home  oRice  located  in 
Denver,  Colorado,  is  engaged  in  the 
processing  and  sale  of  natural  gas 
liquids  (NGL)  and  NGL  products,  and  is 
subject  to  the  Mandatory  Petroleum 
Allocation  and  Price  Regulations  at  10 
CFR  Parts  210,  211,  and  212.  To  resolve 
certain  civil  actions  which  could  be 
brought  by  the  Office  of  Enforcement  of 
the  Economic  Regulatory  Administration 
as  a  result  of  its  audit  of  Planet  the  ERA 
Office  of  Enforcement  and  Planet 
entered  into  a  Consent  Order,  the 
significant  terms  of  which  are  as 
follows: 

1.  The  Office  of  Enforcement  has 
examined  Planet’s  books  and  records 
and  reviewed  all  pertinent  matters 
relating  to  Planet’s  compliance  with  the 
DOE  petroleum  price  regulations  in 
effect  during  the  period  from  September 

I,  1973  through  January  28, 1981.  All  civil 
matters  pertaining  to  compliance  with 
the  DOE  petroleum  price  regulations  and 
prices  charged  by  Planet  in  sales  of  NGL 
and  NGL  products  during  the  period 
September  1, 1973  through  January  28, 
1981  are  resolved  by  this  Consent  Order. 

2.  Planet  will  refund  the  aggregate 
amount  of  $55,000,  which  includes 
interest. 

3.  Execution  of  the  Consent  Order 
constitutes  neither  an  admission  by 
Planet  nor  a  finding  by  DOE  that  Planet 
has  violated  any  statutes  or  applicable 
regulations  of  the  Cost  of  Living  Council, 
the  Federal  Energy  Office,  the  Federal 
Energy  Administration  or  the 
Department  of  Energy. 

4.  The  provisions  of  10  CFR  205.199J, 
including  the  publication  of  this  notice, 
are  applicable  to  the  Consent  Order. 

II.  Disposition  of  Refunded  Overcharges 

In  this  Consent  Order,  Planet  agrees 
(o  refund,  in  full  settlement  of  any  civil 
liability  with  respect  to  actions  which 
might  be  brought  by  the  Office  of 
Enforcement,  ERA,  arising  out  of  the 
transactions  specified  in  Part  I.l.  above 
during  the  settlement  period,  the  sum  of 
$55,000  on  or  before  July  16, 1981. 
Refunded  overcharges  will  be  in  the 
form  of  a  certified  check  made  payable 
to  the  United  States  Department  of 
Energy  and  will  be  delivered  to  the 
Assistant  Administrator  for 
Enforcement,  ERA.  These  funds  will 
remain  in  a  suitable  account  pending  the 
determination  of  their  proper 
disposition. 

The  DOE  intends  to  distribute  the 
refund  amounts  in  a  just  and  equitable 
manner  in  accordance  with  applicable 
laws  and  regulations.  Accordingly, 


distribution  of  such  refund  overchaiges 
requires  that  only  those  “persons"  (as 
defined  at  10  CFR  §  205.2)  who  actually 
suffered  a  loss  as  a  result  of  the 
transactions  described  in  the  Consent 
Order  receive  appropriate  refunds. 
Because  of  the  petroleum  industry's 
complex  mariceting  system,  it  is  likely 
that  overcharges  have  either  been 
passed  through  as  higher  prices  to 
subsequent  purchasers  or  offset  throu^ 
devices  such  as  the  Domestic  Crude  Oil 
Allocation  (Entitlements)  Program.  10 
CFR  211.67.  In  fact,  the  adverse  effects 
of  the  overcharges  may  have  become  so 
diffused  that  it  is  a  practical 
impossibility  to  identify  specific, 
adversely  ejected  persons,  in  which 
case  disposition  of  the  refunds  will  be 
made  in  the  general  public  interest  by 
an  appropriate  means  such  as  payment 
to  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  205.1991(a). 

III.  Submission  of  Notices  of  Claim 

—  Interested  persons  who  believe  that 
they  have  a  claim  to  all  or  a  portion  of 
the  refund  amount  should  provide 
written  notification  of  the  claim  to  the 
ERA  at  this  time.  Proof  of  claims  is  not 
now  being  required.  Written  notification 
to  the  ERA  at  this  time  is  requested 
primarily  for  the  purpose  of  identifying 
valid  potential  claims  to  the  refund 
amount.  After  potential  claims  eire 
identified,  procedures  for  the  making  of 
proof  of  claims  may  be  established. 
Failure  by  a  person  to  provide  written 
notification  of  a  potential  claim  within 
the  comment  period  for  this  Notice  may 
result  in  the  DOE  irrevocably  disbursing 
the  funds  to  other  claimants  or  in  the 
general  public  interest. 

You  should  sent  your  written 
notification  of  a  claim  to  Alan  L. 
Wehmeyer,  Chief,  Crude  Products 
Program  Management  Branch,  Economic 
Regulatory  Administration,  U.S. 
Department  of  Energy,  324  East  11th 
Street,  Kansas  City,  Missouri  64106.  You 
may  obtain  a  free  copy  of  this  Consent 
Order  by  writing  to  the  same  address  or 
by  catling  (816)  374-5932. 

You  should  identify  your  written 
notification  of  a  claim  on  the  outside  of 
your  envelope  and  on  the  documents 
you  submit  with  the  designation,  “Notice 
of  Claim  to  Planet  Engineers 
Incorporated  Consent  Order."  We  will 
consider  ail  comments  we  receive  by 
4:30  p.m.,  local  time  on  August  6, 1981. 
You  should  identify  any  information  or 
data  which,  in  your  opinion,  is 
confidential  and  submit  it  in  accordance 
with  the  procedures  in  10  CFR  205.9(f). 
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Issued  in  Kansas  City.  Missouri  on  the  24th 
day  of  June,  1981. 

William  D.  Miller, 

District  Manager.  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19680  Filed  7-2-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-M 


[ERA  Docket  No.  81-CERT-008] 

Public  Service  Electric  Gas  Co.; 
Recertification  of  Eiigible  Use  of 
Natural  Gas  To  Displace  Fuel  Oil 

On  June  5, 1981,  Public  Service 
Electric  and  Gas  Company  (Public 
Service),  80  Park  Place,  Newark,  New 
Jersey  07101,  filed  with  the 
Administrator  of  the  Economic 
Regulatory  Administration  (ERA) 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  Part  595  an 
application  for  recertification  of  an 
eligible  use  of  up  to  7.3  billion  cubic  feet 
of  natural  gas  per  year  to  displace 
approximately  1,102,000  barrels  of  No.  6 
fuel  oil  (0.3  percent  sulfur)  and 
approximately  30,000  barrels  of  No.  2 
fuel  oil  (0.2  percent  sulfur)  or  kerosene 
(0.1  percent  sulfur)  per  year  at  eight  of 
its  electric  generating  stations  located  in 
New  Jersey:  Bergen  in  Ridgefield;  Essex 
in  Newark;  Hudson  in  Jersey  City; 
Kearney  in  Kearney;  Linden  in  Linden; 
Sewaren  in  Sewaren;  Edison  in  Edison; 
and  Mercer  in  Trenton.  The  eligible 
seller  of  the  natural  gas  is  National  Gas 
and  Oil  Corporation  (National),  1500 
Granville  Road,  Newark,  Ohio  43055. 

The  gas  will  be  transported  by  Texas 
Eastern  Transmission  Corporation,  P.O. 
Box  2521,  Houston,  Texas  77001; 
Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Company,  P.O. 
Box  2511,  Houston,  Texas  77001;  and 
Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line 
Corporation,  P.O.  Box  1396,  Houston, 
Texas  77001.  Notice  of  that  application 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
(46  FR  32307,  June  22, 1981)  and  an 
opportunity  for  public  comment  was 
provided  for  a  period  of  ten  (10) 
calendar  days  from  the  date  of 
publication.  On  June  9, 1981,  Public 
Service  requested  that,  if  necessary,  it 
be  issued  the  recertification  prior  to  the 
close  of  the  10-day  public  comment 
period  to  prevent  disruption  of  this  gas 
being  supplied,  transported,  and  used  to 
displace  fuel  oil  under  the  original 
certification. 

On  June  25, 1980,  Public  Service 
received  a  one-year  recertification  (ERA 
Docket  No.  80-CERT-020)  of  an  eligible 
use  of  natural  gas  purchased  from 
National  and  the  Suitable  Gas 
Company  (Equitable)  for  a  period  of  one 
year  expiring  on  June  24, 1981,  for  use  in 
its  electric  generating  stations  in  New 


Jersey,  Public  Service  has  not  requested 
recertification  of  Equitable  as  an  eligible 
seller. 

The  ERA  has  carefully  reviewed 
Public  Service’s  application  in 
accordance  with  10  CFR  Part  595  and 
the  policy  considerations  expressed  in 
the  Final  Rulemaking  Regarding 
Procedures  for  Certification  of  the  Use 
of  Natural  Gas  to  Displace  Fuel  Oil  (44 
FR  47920,  August  16, 1979).  The  ERA  has 
determined  that  Public  Service’s 
application  satisfies  the  criteria 
enumerated  in  10  CFR  Part  595,  and, 
therefore,  has  granted  the  recertification 
and  transmitted  that  recertification  to 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission.  More  detailed  information, 
including  a  copy  of  the  application, 
transmittal  letter,  and  the  actual 
recertification  are  available  for  public 
inspection  at  the  ERA,  Division  of 
Natural  Gas  Docket  Room,  Room  7108, 
RG-13,  2000  M  Street,  N.W., 

Washington,  D.C.  20461,  from  8:30  a.m. 
to  4:30  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday, 
except  Federal  holidays. 

This  recertification  is  being  issued 
prior  to  the  expiration  of  the  10-day 
public  comment  period  and  being  made 
effective  on  June  25, 1981,  to  provide 
continuity  with  the  current  certificate’s 
June  24, 1981,  expiration  date.  The 
recertification  involves  the  displacement 
of  large  volumes  almost  entirely  of 
imported  fuel  oil  and  it  is  in  the  public 
interest  to  maximize  the  displacement  of 
imported  fuel.  The  application  also 
indicates  that  the  gas  volumes  are 
presently  flowing  and  disruption  of  the 
gas  would  cause  a  loss  of  oil 
displacement.  It  is  therefore  not  in  the 
public  interest  to  disrupt  unnecessarily 
the  displacement  of  this  imported  fuel 
oil,  especially  since  this  same  purchase 
and  use  of  gas  at  these  facilities  has 
qualified  as  an  “eligible  use”  for  the  past 
two  years  and  continually  displaced 
significant  volumes  of  imported  fuel  oil. 
Public  comments  will  still  be  accepted 
by  ERA  for  ten  (10)  calendar  days  from 
the  date  of  publication  of  the  Notice  of 
Application  in  the  Federal  Register  in 
view  of  the  ability  of  the  Administrator 
to  terminate  a  recertification  for  good 
cause  (10  CFR  595.08). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  June  25, 

1981. 

F.  Scott  Bush, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of  Program 
Operations,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19882  Filed  7-2-81;  8:45  am) 
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[ERA  Docket  No.  81-CERT-009] 

Public  Service  Eiectric  &  Gas  Co.; 
Recertification  of  Eiigible  Use  of 
Natural  Gas  To  Displace  Fuel  Oil 

On  June  8, 1981,  Public  Service 
Electric  and  Gas  Company  (Public 
Service),  80  Park  Place,  Newark,  New 
Jersey  07101,  filed  with  the 
Administrator  of  the  Economic 
Regulatory  Administration  (ERA) 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  Part  595  an 
application  for  recertification  of  an 
eligible  use  of  up  to  10.7  billion  cubic 
feet  of  natural  gas  per  year  to  displace 
approximately  1,616,000  barrels  of  No.  6 
fuel  oil  (0.3  percent  sulfur)  and 
approximately  42,000  barrels  of  No.  2 
fuel  oil  (0.2  percent  sulfur)  or  kerosense 
(0.1  percent  sulfur)  per  year  at  eight  of 
its  electric  generating  stations  located  in 
New  Jersey:  Bergen  in  Ridgefield;  Essex 
in  Newark;  Hudson  in  Jersey  City; 
Kearney  in  Kearney;  Linden  in  Linden; 
Sewaren  in  Sewaren;  Edison  in  Edison; 
and  Mercer  in  Trenton.  The  eligible 
seller  of  the  natural  gas  is  East 
Tennessee  Natural  Gas  Company  (East 
Tennessee),  P.O.  Box  10245,  Knoxville, 
Tennessee  37919.  The  gas  will  be 
transported  by  Texas  Eastern 
Transmission  Corporation,  P.O.  Box 
2521,  Houston,  Texas  77001;  Tennessee 
Gas  Pipeline  Company,  P.O.  Box  2511, 
Houston,,  Texas  77001;  and 
Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line 
Corporation,  P.O.  Box  1396,  Houston, 
Texas  77001.  Notice  of  that  application 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
(46  Fr  32308,  June  22, 1981)  and  an 
opportunity  for  public  comment  was 
provided  for  a  period  of  ten  (10) 
calendar  days  from  the  date  of 
publication.  On  June  9, 1981,  Public 
Service  requested  that,  if  necessary,  it 
be  issued  the  recertification  prior  to  the 
close  of  the  10-day  public  comment 
period  to  prevent  possible  delay  of  this 
gas  being  supplied,  transported,  and 
used  to  displace  fuel  oil. 

On  June  25, 1980,  Public  Service 
received  a  one-year  recertification  (ERA 
Docket  No.  80-CERT-017)  of  an  eligible 
use  of  natural  gas  purchased  from  East 
Tennessee  for  a  period  of  one  year 
expiring  on  June  24, 1981,  for  use  in  its 
electric  generating  stations  in  New 
Jersey. 

The  ERA  has  carefully  reviewed 
Public  Service’s  application  in 
accordance  with  10  CFR  Part  595  and 
the  policy  considerations  expressed  in 
the  Final  Rulemaking  Regarding 
Procedures  for  Certification  of  the  Use 
of  Natural  Gas  to  Displace  Fuel  Oil  (44 
FR  47920,  August  16, 1979).  The  ERA  has 
determined  that  Public  Service’s 
application  satisfies  the  criteria 
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enumerated  in  10  CFR  Part  595,  and, 
therefore,  has  granted  the  recertification 
and  transmitted  that  recertification  to 
the  Federal  Energy  Regualtory 
Commission.  More  detailed' information, 
including  a  copy  of  the  application, 
transmittal  letter,  and  the  actual 
recertification  are  available  for  public 
inspection  at  the  ERA,  Division  of 
Natural  Gas  Docket  Room,  Room  7108, 
RG  13,  2000  M  Street,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20461,  from  8:30  a.m.  to  4:30  p.m., 
Monday  through  Friday,  except  Federal 
holidays. 

This  recertification  is  being  issued 
prior  to  the  expiration  of  the  10-day 
public  comment  period  and  being  made 
effective  on  June  25, 1981,  to  provide 
continuity  with  the  current  certificate’s 
June  24, 1981,  expiration  date.  The 
recertification  ivolves  the  displacement 
of  large  volumes  almost  entirely  of 
imported  fuel  oil  and  it  is  in  the  public  * 
interest  to  maximize  the  displacement  of 
imported  fuel.  It  is  therefore  not  in  the 
public  interest  to  delay  or  disrupt 


unnecessarily  the  displacement  of  this 
imported  fuel  oil,  especially  since  this 
same  purchase  and  use  of  gas  at  these 
facilities  has  qualified  as  an  “eligible 
use”  for  the  past  year.  Public  comments 
will  still  be  accepted  by  ERA  for  ten  (10) 
calendar  days  from  the  date  of 
publication  of  the  Notice  of  Application 
in  the  Federal  Register  in  view  of  the 
ability  of  the  Administrator  to  terminate 
a  recertification  for  good  cause  (10  GFR 
595.08). 

Issued  in  Washington.  D.C.  on  )une  29. 
1981. 

F.  Scott  Bush, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of  Program 
Operations,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration. 

(FR  Doc.  81-19663  Filed  7-2-81;  8:45  am| 
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Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals 

Cases  Filed,  Week  of  May  29  through 
June  5, 1981 

During  the  week  of  May  29  through 


June  5, 1981,  the  appeals  and 
applications  for  exception  or  other  relief 
listed  in  the  Appendix  to  this  Notice 
were  filed  with  the  Office  of  Hearings 
and  Appeals  of  the  Department  of 
Energy. 

Under  DOE  procedural  regulations.  10 
CFR  Part  205,  any  person  who  will  be 
aggrieved  by  the  DOE  action  sought  in 
these  cases  may  file  written  comments 
on  the  application  within  ten  days  of 
service  of  notice,  as  prescribed  in  the 
procedural  regulations.  For  purposes  of 
the  regulations,  the  date  of  service  of 
notice  is  deemed  to  be  the  date  of 
publication  of  this  Notice  or  the  date  of 
receipt  by  an  aggrieved  person  of  actual 
notice,  whichever  occurs  first.  All  such 
comments  shall  be  filed  with  the  Office 
of  Hearings  and  Appeals.  Department  of 
Energy,  Washington.  D.C.  20461. 

)une  26. 1981. 

George  B.  Breznay, 

Director,  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 


List  of  Cases  Received  by  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeais 

[Week  of  May  29  through  June  5.  1981] 


Date 


Name  and  Location  of  applicant 


Case  No. 


Type  of  submission 


.lune  1.  1981 . 

June  1.  1981 . 

June  1.  1981 . 

June  1.  1981 . 

June  1.  1981 . 

June  2.  1981 . 

June  2.  1981 . 

June  2.  1981 . 

June  3.  1981 . 

June  3.  1981 . . 

June  3.  1981 . 

June  3.  1981 . 

June  4.  1981 . 


Atlantic  Richfield  Company,  Washington,  D.C .  BRD-0123 .  Motion  for  Discovery.  If  granted:  Atlantic  Richfield  Compgpy  tail  be  granted 

deposition  discovery  in  corwiection  mrith  its  Statement  of  ObfectaiB  to  a 
Proposed  Remedial  Order  (Case  No.  DR0-0193)  issued  to  the  lam  on  May  1. 
1979. 

Commonwealth  Oil  Refining  Ckimpany,  Washington,  D.C .  BEA-0685 .  Appeal  of  the  Entitlements  Notice.  If  granted;  The  Febru^  20.  1981  EnMe- 

ments  Notice  would  be  modified  with  respect  to  CommonweaWh  Oil  ftofmaig 
Company's  entitlements  purchase  obligations. 

OEMdams  Resources  &  Energy,  Inc.,  Washington  D.C .  BEF-0055 . .  Imptenientation  of  Special  Refund  Procedures.  If  granted:  The  Office  of  Hear¬ 

ings  and  Appeals  would  implement  Special  Refund  Procedures  pwsuanl  to  fO 
CFR,  Part  205,  in  connection  with  October  10.  1981,  Conserd  Order  issued  to 
Adams  Resources  &  Energy.  Inc. 

OE/Ozona  Gas  Processing  Corp.,  Washington.  D  C .  BEF-0056 .  Implementation  of  Special  Refund  Procedures.  If  granted  The  office  of  llneraigi 

and  Appeals  would  implement  Special  Refund  Procedures  pusuanl  to  10 
CFR,  Part  205,  in  connection  with  the  November  11,  1981,  Consent  Older 
issued  to  Ozona  Gas  Processing  Corporation. 

San  Jose/Santa  Clara  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant.  San  BEE-1663 . .  Exception  from  the  Entitlements  Program.  H  granted  San  Jose/Sanla  Clara 

Jose,  California.  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant  would  receive  exception  from  the  provisions  of 

10  CFR  211.67  which  would  modify  its  entitlements  sales  oMigahooS- 

Ideal  B  G  Associates.  New  York,  New  York .  BEE-1664 .  Price  Exertion.  If  granted.  Ideal  B  G  Associates  would  be  permined  to  set  toe 

crude  oil  produced  from  the  Starritt  A-1  well  located  in  Pontotoc  County. 
Oklahoma  at  upper  tier  ceiling  prices. 

Joseph  L.  Menzel,  Los  Alamos.  New  Mexico .  BAA-0687 .  Appeal  of  Decision  after  a  Study  to  contract  lor  Services.  If  granted  The  shidy. 

pursuant  to  OMB  Circular  A-76  released  by  DOE'S  Los  Alamos  Natonaf 
Laboratory  on  January  9.  1981,  would  be  reviewed. 

Los  Alamos  Protective  Force  Operation,  Los  Alamos,  New  BAA-0868 .  Appeal  of  Decision  after  a  Study  to  Contract  lor  Services.  If  granted  The  study. 

Mexico.  pursuant  to  OMB  Circular  A-76  released  by  DOE'S  Los  Alamos  Nattonai 

Laboratory  on  January  9,  1981.  would  be  reviewed. 

Farmers  Union  Central  Exchange/Cities  Service  Co..  BEJ-0202 .  Motion  for  Protective  Order.  If  granted:  Farmers  Union  Central  Exchange  would 

Tulsa.  Oklahoma.  enter  into  a  Protective  Order  with  Cities  Service  Company  regarding  toe 

release  of  proprietary  information  to  Cities  Service  Contpany  in  cbrmecaon 
with  Farmers  Union  Central  Exchange's  Application  tor  Exception  (Case  No 
BEE-1340). 

Kirkpatrick  Oil  &  Gas  Company.  Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma.  BRX-0216 .  Supplemental  Order.  If  granted:  The  April  29,  1981  Decision  and  Order  (Case 

No.  DRO-021 1)  issued  to  Kirkpatrick  Oil  &  Gas  Company  woi4d  be  modAied 

Mobil  Oil  Corporation,  Washington,  D.C .  BEZ-0096 .  Request  for  Interfocutory  Order.  If  granted  The  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals 

would  issue  an  order  proposing  to  collect  additional  factual  aitormalion  to 
supplement  the  administrative  record  in  Case  No.  BEA-0630. 

OE/Mohegan  Company  &  James  B.  Kite  Operating  Co..  BEF-0057 . .  Implementation  of  Special  Refund  Procedures.  8  granted  The  Olhee  of  Hear- 

LTD,  Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma.  ,  ings  and  Appeals  would  implement  Special  Refund  Procedures  pursuant  to  10 

CFR,  Part  205.  in  connection  with  the  April  1,  1980  Conserd  Order  ssued  to 
Mohegan  Company  &  James  B.  Kite  Op^tmg  Company,  LTD 

BracewefI  and  Patterson.  Washington,  D  C .  BFA-0688 .  Appeal  of  an  Information  Request  Denial.  H  granted  The  ApN  29.  1981 

Information  Request  Denial  issued  by  the  Divsion  of  FOI  and  Privacy  Acts 
Activities  would  be  rescirxled.  and  Bracewell  and  Patterson  would  receive 
,  access  to  cetain  DOE  information. 
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List  of  Cases  Received  by  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals— Continued 

[Week  of  May  29  through  June  5.  1981] 


Date  Maine  and  Location  of  applicant 

June  4,  1961 .  Lunday  Thagard  Oil  Company,  Washington,  D.C.. 


June  4,  1981 .  Mobil  Oil  Corporation,  Washington,  D.C . . 


June  4,  1981 _ Oklahoma  Refining  Company,  Washington,  D.C.. 


June  4, 1961 _  Richard's  Standard  Service  (Pavia),  Chicago,  Illinois.. 


June  4, 1981 _ The  First  National  Bank  of  Dallas,  Dallas,  Texas.. 


June  S,  1981 . OE/D.  R.  Cummings,  Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma.. 


June  5, 1981 _ OE/N.  C.  Ginther,  Dallas,  Texas.. 


Case  No.  Type  of  submission 

.  BYR-0142  and  BES-0164 .  Request  for  Modification  and  Request  for  Stay.  If  granted:  The  August  27,  1980 

Decision  and  Order  (Case  No.  DXE'3717)  issued  to  Lunday  Thagard  Oil  Co. 
by  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals  would  be  modified  respect  to  tlie 
firm’s  entitlements  purchase  obligations.  Lunday  Thagard  Oil  Company  would 
receive  a  stay  of  the  May  20,  1981  Decision  and  Order  (Case  No.  BYX-0201) 

.  issued  to  the  firm  by  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals  pending  a 

determination  on  its  request  for  modification/recission. 

_ BES-0165 .  Request  for  Stay.  If  granted:  Mobil  Oil  Corporation  would  receive  a  stay  of  the 

May  26,  1981  Supplemental  Order  (Case  No.  BEX-0212)  issued  to  Mobil  Oil 
Corporation  by  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals  pendi^  a  final  determina¬ 
tion  on  its  Appeal. 

. BEO-0926 .  Motion  for  Discovery.  If  granted:  Discovery  would  be  granted  to  Oklahoma 

Refining  Company  in  connection  with  the  Statement  of  Objections  submitted 
in  response  to  the  April  22,  1981  Proposed  Decision  and  Order  (Case  No. 
BEE-0926)  issued  to  the  firm. 

.  BRW-0097 _ _ _ Remedial  Order  finalization.  If  granted:  The  Office  of  Enforcement  has  request¬ 
ed  that  the  Proposed  Remedial  Order  issued  to  Richard's  Standard  Service 
on  October  27, 1980  be  issued  as  a  final  Remedial  Order. 

. .  BEX-0217 .  Supplemental  Order.  It  granted:  The  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals  would  ratify 

the  trust  document  that  the  First  National  Bank  of  Dallas  has  executed  with 
the  Citronetle  Unit. 

.  BEF-0058 .  Implementation  of  Special  Refund  Procedures.  If  granted;  The  Office  of  Hear¬ 
ings  arxl  Appeals  nvould  implement  Speoal  Refund  Procedures  pursuant  to  10 
CFR,  Part  205,  in  connection  with  the  April  16,  1980  Consent  Order  issued  to 
D.  R.  Cummings. 

.  BEF-0059 _ _ _ _ _....  Implementation  of  Special  Refund  Procedures.  If  granted:  The  Office  of  Hear¬ 
ings  and  Appeals  would  implemeni  Special  Refund  Procedures  pursuant  to  10 
CFR.  Part  205,  in  connection  with  the  November  14,  1979  (Consent  Order 
Issued  to  N.  C.  Ginther. 


Notices  of  Objection  Received 

[Week  of  May  29  to  June  5,  19811 


Date  Name  and  location  of  applicant  Case 


June  5, 1981 . Johnny's  Petroleum  Products,  Inc.,  New  Berlin.  Wisconsin .  BEE-1609. 


|FR  Doc.  81-19628  Filed  7-2-81: 8:45  am] 
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Cases  Filed;  Week  of  June  5  Through 
June  12, 1981 

During  the  week  of  June  5  through 
June  12, 198i,  the  appeals  and 
applications  for  exception  or  other  relief 
listed  in  the  Appendix  to  this  Notice 
were  filed  with  the  Office  of  Hearings 
and  Appeals  of  the  Department  of 
Energy. 


Under  DOE  procedural  regulations,  10 
CFR  Part  205,  any  person  who  will  be 
aggrieved  by  the  DOE  action  sought  in 
these  cases  may  file  written  comments 
on  the  application  within  ten  days  of 
service  of  notice,  as  prescribed  in  the 
procedural  regulations.  For  purposes  of 
the  regulations,  the  date  of  service  is 
deemed  to  be  the  date  of  publication  of 
this  Notice  or  the  date  of  receipt  by  an 


aggrieved  person  of  actual  notice, 
whichever  occurs  first.  All  such 
comments  shall  be  filed  with  the  Office 
of  Hearings  and  Appeals,  Department  of 
Energy,  Washington,  D.C.  20461. 

George  B.  Breznay, 

Director,  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 
june  26, 1981. 


List  of  Cases  Received  by  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeais 

[Week  ol  June  5  through  June  12,  1981] 


Name  and  location  of  applicant  - 


Type  ol  submission 


June  5,  1981 _  Meeker  and  Company,  Washington.  DC 


June  8,  1981 .  DOE  Office  ol  Personnel,  Washington,  DC.. 


June  8,  1981 . .  Glaser  Gas.  Inc.,  Denver,  Colorado.. 


June  8,  1981 .  OE/Kirkpatrick  Oil  &  Gas,  Washington,  DC.. 


June  8,  1981 .  OE/Quintana  Petroleum.  Washington,  DC.. 


BED-0124 .  Motion  lor  Discovery.  If  granted:  Discovery  would  be  granted  to  Meeker  and 

Company  in  connection  vrith  the  Statement  of  Objections  submitted  in 
response  to  the  March  27,  1981  Proposed  Decision  and  Order  (Case  No. 
DEE-1669)  issued  to  the  firm  by  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 

BEG-0057  and  BES-0166 .  Request  lor  Special  Redress  and  Request  for  Stay.  If  granted:  The  Office  of 

Hearings  and  Appeals  would  review  the  DOE  Office  of  Personnel's  petition  tor 
Special  Redress  regarding  the  release  ol  personal  and  confidential  informa¬ 
tion.  The  DOE  Office  of  Personnel  would  receive  a  stay  of  the  March  31, 
1981  Decision  and  Orders  (Case  Nos.  BER-007S  arxl  BER-0076). 

BRS-1316 .  Request  for  Stay.  If  granted:  Glaser  Gas,  Inc.  would  receive  a  stay  of  the 

provisions  of  10  CFR  Part  205.120  et  seq.  perxling  a  determination  on  the 
firm's  Consent  Order. 

BEF-0061 .  Request  lor  Implementation  of  Special  Refutxl  Procedures.  If  granted:  The 

Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals  would  implement  Special  Refurxl  Procedures 
pursuant  to  10  CFR,  Part  205,  in  connection  with  the  April  14,  1980  Consent 
Order  issued  to  Kirkpatrick  Oil  &  Gas. 

,  BEF-0060 .  Request  for  Implementation  of  Special  Refund  Procedures.  It  granted:  The 

CXfice  ol  Hearings  and  Appeals  would  implement  Special  Refund  Procedures 
pursuant  to  10  CFR,  Part  205  in  connection  with  the  August  31,  1979 
Consent  Order  issued  to  Quintana  Petroleum  Corporation. 
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List  of  Cases  Received  by  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals— Continued 

tWeek  of  June  5  through  June  12, 1981] 

Date 

Name  and  location  ol  appllcani 

Case  No. 

'  Type  of  submission 

June  8.  1981 . 

OE/William  Gruenerwald  S  Assoc.,  Inc . 

BEF-0062 . 

Request  lor  Implementation  of  Special  Refund  Procedures.  H  granted.  The 

Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals  would  implement  Special  Refund  Procedures 
pursuant  to  10  CFR,  Part  205,  in  eomedion  wMi  8ie  July  30.  1979  Coneerd 

Order  issued  to  William  Gruenerwald  and  Assoc,  kic 

June  8, 1981 . 

Poveer  Management,  Inc.,  Fort  Worth,  Texas . 

BEE-1665 . .  . 

Price  Exception.  If  granted:  Power  ManagemenL  Inc,  would  be  relroacliuijly 
relieved  of  Ms  obligations  to  refwid  overcharges  tor  crude  ol  produced  and 
sold  from  leases  it  operated  from  aeptombor  1973  to  Jam^  31.  1978. 

June  8.  1981 . 

Power  Test  Petroleum  Oistnbutors,  Inc.,  Washington,  DC . 

BEQ-0056 _ 

Request  for  Special  Redress  If  granted:  The  OMoo  of  Itoaringi  and  Appeals 
trauld  review  Power  Test  Petroleum  Distributors  toe's  pelition  tor  Special 

Redress  regarding  the  December  30.  1980  Notice  of  Probable  Vtotobon 
issued  to  the  firm. 

June  8.  1981 . 

Skokie  and  Main  Shell  (Rash),  Skokie,  Hlkwis . 

BRR-0143 _ _ 

Request  for  Modification/Rescission.  H  granted:  The  Proposed  nnmtvial  Order 
issued  to  Skokie  and  Main  She!  (Rash)  would  be  modWed. 

BRW-009e _ 

ed  that  a  Proposed  Remedial  Order  issued  to  Skokie  and  Main  She!  on  Mf 

7,  1980  be  issued  as  a  final  Remednl  Order. 

June  9,  1981 . 

Collier,  ShantKin,  RMi  &  Scott  (Austrian),  Washington,  DC . 

BFA-0689 . 

Appeal  of  an  Information  Request  OetaaL  H  granted  The  May  A  1981 

Information  Request  Denial  issued  by  the  Ofkoe  of  Entorcemarri  would  be 
rescinded,  arxl  Cottier,  ShanrxMi,  Rib  &  Scott  would  receive  access  to  certain 

DOE  inlormatioa 

June  9,  1981 _ 

Intemorth,  Inc.,  Omaha,  Nebraska . . 

BRD-1380 . . . 

Motion  lor  Discovery.  If  granted:  Discovery  would  be  (garrted  to  totamorth.  Inc 
in  connection  with  the  Statement  of  Objections  aubrtvtled  in  reteionao  to  9ie 

Proposed  Remedial  Order  (Case  No.  BRO-1380)  issued  to  toe  Crm. 

June  9,  1981 _ 

Little  America  Relining  Co./Texaco,  Inc.,  Washington,  DC.... 

BEJ-0203 _ 

Motion  for  Protective  Order.  H  granted:  Texaco,  Inc  woiAd  erdar  into  a 

Protective  Order  with  Little  America  Refining  Coritoany  regardtog  lia  ralaaae 
of  proprietary  information  to  Texaco.  Inc  in  eomedion  wito  LiOto  America 

Refining  Co.’s  Application  for  Exception  (Case  Nc  BEE-1064L 

June  10.  1981  _ 

.  OE/Michaelson  Producing  Company,  Midland,  Texas _ 

,  BEF-0063 _ 

.  Request  for  ImplementaOon  ol  Special  Refurxi  Procedures.  H  grarded  The 

Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals  would  knplemenl  Special  Refund  toocedues 
pursuant  to  10  CFR,  PM  205.  to  eomedion  wito  die  October  34.  1979 

Consem  Order  issued  to  Mktoaeism  Producing  Company. 

June  11. 1981  _ 

.  OE/Noftheast  Petroleum  Industries.  Inc.,  Chelsea,  Massa¬ 
chusetts, 

BEF-0065 

.  Request  for  Implemenlation  of  Special  Refund  Procedures.  9  grarded  The 

Office  of  Heatings  and  Appeals  would  implematd  Special  Rolmd  tooeedums 
pursuant  to  10  CFR.  Part  205.  in  corxndion  wito  V»  Jurw  1A  1979  Comerd 

Order  issued  to  Northeast  Petroleum  Industries,  Inc 

June  11. 1981  _ 

.  OE/RoUert-Waddek  Company,  Luting,  Texas . 

.  BEF-0064. . . 

.  Request  for  Implementation  of  Special  Refund  Procedures.  8  grarded  The 

Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals  would  implemerd  Special  RofieuI  fVocedaes 
pursuant  to  10  CFR.  Part  205,  in  cotvwdion  wito  Vw  September  13,  1979 

Consem  Order  issued  to  Rolert-Waddefi  Conpany. 

|FR  Ooc.  81-19627  Filed  7-2-81:  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-M 

FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

Bancorp  of  Pennsylvania,  et  al.;  Bank 
Holding  Companies;  Proposed  de 
Novo  Nonbank  Activities 

The  bank  holding  companies  listed  in 
this  notice  have  applied,  pursuant  to 
section  4(c)(8)  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1843(c)(8))  and 
§  225.4(b)(1)  of  the  Board’s  Regulation  Y 
(12  CFR  225.4(b)(1)),  for  permission  to 
engage  de  novo  (or  continue  to  engage  in 
an  activity  earlier  commenced  de  novo), 
directly  or  indirectly,  solely  in  the 
activities  indicated,  which  have  been 
determined  by  the  Board  of  Governors 
to  be  closely  related  to  banking. 

With  respect  to  each  application, 
interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether 
consummation  of  the  proposal  can 
“reasonably  be  expected  to  produce 
benehts  to  the  public,  such  as  greater 
convenience,  increased  competition,  or 
gains  in  efficiency,  that  outweigh 
possible  adverse  effects,  such  as  undue 
concentration  of  resources,  decreased  or 
unfair  competition,  conflicts  of  interest, 
or  unsound  banking  practices.”  Any 


comment  on  an  application  that  requests 
a  hearing  must  include  a  statement  of 
the  reasons  a  written,  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute,  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing,  and  indicating  how  the  party 
commenting  would  be  aggrieved  by 
approval  of  that  proposal. 

Each  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  indicated 
for  that  application.  Comments  and 
requests  for  hearings  should  identify 
clearly  the  speciHc  application  to  which 
they  relate,  and  should  be  submitted  in 
writing  and  received  by  the  appropriate 
Federal  Reserve  Bank  not  later  than  July 
25, 1981. 

Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Philadelphia 
(Thomas  K.  Desch,  Vice  President)  100 
North  6th  Street,  Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania  19105  Bancorp  of 
Pennsylvania,  Reading,  Petmsylvania 
(insurance  underwriting  activities; 
Pennsylvania):  to  engage  through  a 
subsidiary,  Callowhill  Life  Insurance 
Company,  Phoenix,  Arizona,  in  the 
activities  of  underwriting,  as  reinsurer. 


credit  life  and  credit  accident  and  health 
insurance  directly  related  to  extensions 
of  credit  by  Applicant’s  subsidiary  bank. 
Bank  of  Pennsylvania.  These  activities 
would  be  performed  from  offices  of 
Applicant’s  subsidiary  in  Phoenix. 
Arizona,  and  the  geographic  area  to  be 
served  is  southeastern  Pennsylvania. 

Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  San 
Francisco  (Harry  W.  Green,  Vice 
President)  400  Sansome  Street.  San 
Francisco,  California  94120:  Barclays 
Bank  Limited  and  Bcuidays  Bank 
International  Limited,  each  of  London. 
England  (finance  activities;  California): 
to  engage  through  their  subsidiary. 
Barclays  American/Business  Credit. 
Inc.,  in  commercial  finance  activities. 
These  activities  would  be  conducted 
from  an  office  in  Oakland.  California, 
serving  the  Oakland/San  Francisco 
metropolitan  area. 

Other  Federal  Reserve  Banks:  None. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  June  26, 1981. 

D.  Michael  Manies, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  m-isna  Piled  7-Z.ai:  8:45  ain| 

BILLING  CODE  SSIO-OI-III 


34840 
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Citicorp  and  Manufacturers  Hanover 
Corp4  Bank  Hoiding  Companies; 
Proposed  de  Novo  Nonbank  Activities 

The  bank  holding  compEinies  listed  in 
this  notice  have  applied,  pursuant  to 
section  4(c)(8)  of  die  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1843(c)(8))  and 
§  225.4(b)(1)  of  the  Board’s  Regulation  Y 
(12  CFR  225.4(b)(1)),  for  permission  to 
engage  de  novo  (or  continue  to  engage  in 
an  activity  earlier  commenced  de  novo), 
direcdy  or  indirectly,  solely  in  the 
activities  indicated,  which  have  been 
determined  by  the  Board  of  Governors 
to  be  closely  related  to  banking. 

With  respect  to  each  application, 
interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether 
consummation  Of  the  proposal  can 
“reasonably  be  expected  to  produce 
benefits  to  the  public,  such  as  greater 
convenience,  increased  competition,  or 
gains  in  efficiency,  that  outweight 
possible  adverse  effects,  such  as  undue 
concentration  of  resources,  decreased  or 
unfair  competition,  conflicts  of  interest, 
or  unsound  banking  practices.”  Any 
comment  on  an  application  that  requests 
a  hearing  must  include  a  statement  of 
the  reasons  a  written  presentation 
would,  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute,  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing,  and  indicating  how  the  party 
commenting  would  be  aggrieved  by 
approval  of  that  proposal. 

Each  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  indicated 
for  that  application.  Comments  and 
requests  for  hearings  should  identify 
clearly  the  specific  application  to  which 
they  relate,  and  should  be  submitted  in 
writing  and  received  by  the  appropriate 
Federal  Reserve  Bank  not  later  than  July 
28,1981. 

Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  New  York  (A 
Marshall  Puckett,  Vice  President)  33 
Liberty  Street,  New  York,  New  York 
10045:  CmCORP,  New  York  New  York 
(real  estate  lending  activities;  California, 
Arizona,  Nevada):  to  expand  the  service 
area  of  an  existing  office  of  its  indirect 
subsidiary,  Citicorp  Homeowners,  Inc., 
located  in  Orange,  California,  previously 
comprised  of  the  state  of  California,  to 
also  include  the  entire  states  of  Nevada 
and  Arizona.  The  previously  approved 
activities  of  this  office  include  the 
making,  acquiring  and  servicing,  for  its 
own  account  and  for  the  account  of 
others,  extensions  of  credit  secured  by 
liens  on  residential  real  estate. 

Manufacturers  Hanover  Corporation, 
New  York,  New  York  (relocation  of 
office  and  expansion  of  service  area; 
Colorado):  to  continue  to  hold  the  shares 


of  Termplan  Inc.  of  Colorado 
(‘Termplan”)  after  Termplan  relocates 
its  office  located  at  9975  E.  Colfax 
Avenue,  Aurora,  Colorado  to  7200  E. 
Hampden  Avenue,  Denver,  Colorado, 
and  expands  the  service  area  of  the 
office.  The  application  does  not  involve 
the  commencement  of  any  new  activities 
at  the  new  location.  The  activities  which 
have  previously  been  approved  for  this 
office  and  which  will  be  offered  in  the 
expanded  service  area  are:  consumer 
finance,  sales  finance,  and  the  sale  as 
agent  or  broker  of  credit  life  and  credit 
accident  and  health  insurance  directly 
related  to  extensions  of  credit  by 
Termplan.  The  new  office  will  serve 
customers  in  Denver,  Gilpin,  Boulder, 
Jefferson  and  Douglas  Counties,  and 
southwestern  and  west-central  Adams, 
northwestern  and  west-central 
Arapahoe,  southeastern  Larimer, 
souffiwestem  Weld,  eastern  Grand, 
northeastern  Park,  northern  Teller, 
northwestern  El  Paso,  and  northwestern 
Elbert  Counties. 

Manufacturers  Hanover  Corporation, 
New  York,  New  York  (home  equity 
lending,  sales  finance  activites  and 
insurance  activities;  Virginia):  to 
continue  to  hold  the  shares  of  Finance 
One  Mortgage  of  Virginia,  Inc.  after 
Finance  One  Mortgage  establishes  a  de 
novo  office  at  Rouse  Tower,  6060 
Jeffrson  Avenue,  Suite  3003,  Newport 
News,  Virginia  23605  from  which  it 
would  engage  in  the  activities  of 
arranging,  making  or  acquiring  for  its 
own  account  or  for  the  account  of 
others,  loans  and  other  extensions  of 
credit  secured  by  a  homeowner’s  equity 
interest  in  a  home  such  as  would  be 
made  by  a  consumer  finance  company, 
servicing  such  loans  and  other 
extensions  of  credit  for  any  person, 
acting  as  an  agent  or  broker  for  the  sale 
of  single  and  joint  credit  life  insurance 
which  is  directly  related  to  such  loans 
and  extensions  of  credit,  purchasing 
installment  sales  finance  contracts,  and 
acting  as  an  agent  or  broker  for  the  sale 
of  single  and  joint  credit  life  insurance 
and  credit  accident  and  health 
insurance  which  is  directly  related  to 
such  loans  and  extensions  of  credit. 
Ritter  Life  Insuance  Company  would 
reinsure  such  credit  related  insurance. 
’The  de  novo  office  would  serve  the 
following  counties:  Mathews, 

Gloucester,  New  Kent,  Charles  City, 
James  City,  Prince  George,  York',  Surry, 
Southampton,  Isle  of  Wight,  Middlesex, 
southern  King  and  Queen,  southern  King 
William,  southern  Northampton, 
southern  Lancaster,  and  northestem 
Sussex,  and  including  the  independent 
cities  of  Chesapeake,  Virginia  Beach, 
Suffolk,  Norfolk,  Newport  News, 


Hampton,  Portsmouth,  Nansemond,  and 
Princess  Anne. 

Other  Federal  Reserve  Banks:  None. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  June  29, 1981. 

D.  Michael  Manies, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19711  Filed  7-2-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  6210-01-M 


First  Fairfield  Bankshares,  Inc.; 
Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

First  Fairfield  Bankshares,  Inc., 
Fairfield,  Texas,  has  applied  for  the 
Board’s  approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of 
the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank 
holding  company  by  acquiring  80  per 
cent  or  more  of  the  voting  shares  of  First 
National  Bank,  Fairfield,  Texas.  The 
factors  that  are  considered  in  acting  on 
the  application  are  set  forth  in  section 
3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Dallas. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  July  28, 1981.  Any 
comment  on  an  application  that  requests 
a  hearing  must  include  a  statement  of 
why  a  written  presentation  would  not 
suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing,  identifying 
specifically  any  questions  of  fact  that 
are  in  dispute  and  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  June  29, 1981. 

D.  Michael  Manies, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board 

(FR  Doc.  81-19715  Filed  7-2-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  6210-01-M 


International  Bank-Holding  Co.  of 
Florida,  N.V.  International  Bank  of 
Florida,  Inc.;  Formation  of  Bank 
Holding  Company 

'The  International  Bank-Holding 
Company  of  Florida,  N.V.,  and  The 
International  Bank  of  Florida,  Inc.,  both 
of  South  Miami,  Florida,  have  applied 
for  the  Board’s  approval  under  section 
3(a)(1)  of  the  Bank  Holding  Company 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  to  become 
Bank  holding  companies  by  acquiring 
control  of  80  per  cent  or  more  of  the 
voting  shares  of  The  International  Bank 
of  Miami,  N.A.,  South  Miami,  Florida. 
’The  factors  that  are  considered  in  acting 
on  the  applications  are  set  forth  in  3(c) 
of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 
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The  applications  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Atlanta. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
applications  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551  to  be 
received  no  later  than  July  28, 1981.  Any 
comment  on  an  application  that  requests 
a  hearing  must  include  a  statement  of 
why  a  written  presentation  would  not 
sufHce  in  lieu  of  a  hearing,  identifying 
specifically  any  questions  of  fact  that 
are  in  dispute  and  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  June  29, 1981. 

D.  Michael  Manies, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19714  Filed  7-2-81: 8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  6210-01-M 


Southwest  Florida  Banks,  Inc.; 
Acquisition  of  Bank 

Southwest  Florida  Banks,  Inc.,  Fort 
Myers,  Florida,  has  applied  for  the 
Board's  approval  under  Section  3(a)(3) 
of  the  Ba^  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(a)(3))  to  acquire  100  per  cent 
of  the  voting  shares  of  Peoples  Bank  of 
Hillsborough  County,  Tampa,  Florida. 
The  factors  that  are  considered  in  acting 
on  the  application  are  set  forth  in 
Section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C. 

1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Atlanta. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views,  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank  to  be 
received  not  later  than  July  28, 1981.  Any 
comment  on  an  application  that  requests 
a  hearing  must  include  a  statement  of 
why  a  written  presentation  would  not 
suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing,  identifying 
specifically  any  questions  of  fact  that 
are  in  dispute  and  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  June  29, 1981. 

D.  Michael  Maines, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19713  Piled  7-2-81: 8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6210-«1-M 


GENERAL  SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

[F-81-9] 

Delegation  of  Authority  to  the 
Secretary  of  Defense 

1.  Purpose.  This  delegation  authorizes 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  to  represent 
the  consumer  interests  of  the  executive 
agencies  of  the  Federal  Government  in 
proceedings  before  the  Tennessee  Public 
Service  Commission  involving  intrastate 
telecommunications  service  rates. 

2.  Effective  date.  This  delegation  is 
elective  immediately. 

3.  Delegation. 

a.  Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in 
me  by  the  Federal  Property  and 
Administrative  Services  Act  of  1949,  63 
Stat.  377,  as  amended,  particularly 
sections  201(a)(4)  and  205(d)  (40  U.S.C. 
481(a)(4)  and  4^d)),  authority  is 
delegated  to  the  Secretary  of  Defense  to 
represent  the  consumer  interests  of  the 
Federal  executive  agencies  befiwe  the 
Tennessee  Public  Service  Commission 
involving  the  application  of  the  South 
Central  Bell  Telephone  Company  for  an 
increase  in  rates  for  telecommunications 
services. 

b.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  may 
redelegate  this  authority  to  any  officer, 
official,  or  employee  of  the  Department 
of  Defense. 

c.  This  authority  shall  be  exercised  in 
accordance  with  the  policies, , 
procedures,  and  controls  prescribed  by 
the  General  Services  Administration, 
and  shall  be  exercised  in  cooperation 
with  the  responsible  officers,  officials, 
and  employees  thereof. 

Dated:  June  27, 1981. 

Ray  Kline, 

Deputy  Administrator  of  General  Services. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19630  Filed  7-2-81: 8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6820-25-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH  AND 
HUMAN  SERVICES 

Centers  for  Disease  Control 

Work  Group  To  Revise  Manual  on 
Isolation  Techniques  for  Use  in 
Hospitals;  Open  Meeting 

On  August  7. 1981,  the  Centers  for 
Disease  Control  will  convene  an  open 
meeting  of  a  work  group  to  plan  the 
revision  of  the  manual.  Isolation 
Techniques  for  Use  in  Hospitals.  The 
meeting  is  open  to  the  public,  limited 
only  by  space  available. 


liie  meeting  is  scheduled  to  begin  at 
8:30  a.m.,  in  Room  SSB 19.  Building  3, 
Centers  for  Disease  Control  1600  Clifton 
Road,  NE.,  Atlanta.  Georgia. 

For  further  information,  please 
contact:  Byran  P.  Simmons.  MJ)., 
Hospital  Infections  Branch.  Center  for 
Infectious  Disease,  Centers  for  Disease 
Control,  1600  Clifton  Road.  NE..  Atlanta. 
Georgia;  Telephones:  FTS:  236-3406. 
Commercial  404/329-3406. 

Dated:  June  29. 1961.. 

James  D.  Bloom, 

Acting  Director,  Centers  for  Disease  Control. 

|FR  Doc  81-19631  Filed  7-2-81: 8:45  aal 
BILLING  CODE  4110-W-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

IDocket  No.  N-«1-1078l , 

President’s  Commission  on  Housing; 
Meeting 

The  President's  Commission  on 
Housing,  as  the  Conunission  and  as 
Committees  thereof,  will  meet  during  die 
week  of  July  13  through  July  17, 1961  at 
the  offices  of  the  Commission.  730 
Jackson  Place.  N.W..  Washington.  D.C. 

In  view  of  the  relatively  short  time 
period  in  which  the  Commission  has  to 
complete  its  interim  report  and  the  fact 
that  the  Commission  has  yet  to  hold  its 
initial,  organizational  meeting,  an  exact 
schedule  of  the  meetings  is  not  available 
at  this  time.  Following  the  initial 
meeting  of  the  Commission  on  July  7  and 
8, 1981,  a  more  specific  agenda  and 
schedule  of  meetings  will  be  published 
in  the  Federal  Register.  As  a  general 
rule,  all  meetings  of  the  Commission  and 
its  Committees  are  open  to  the  public. 
Advance  notice  of  closed  meetings  will 
be  publicized  in  the  Federal  Register 
whenever  possible. 

Further  information  may  be  obtained 
from  the  President's  Housing 
Commission,  730  Jackson  Place.  N.W., 
Washington.  D.C  20503.  (202)  395-5832. 
(Sec.  10(a}(2).  Federal  Advisory  Committee 
Act,  as  amended  (5  U.S.C  App.  IJ) 

Issued  at  Washington.  D.C.  July  2, 1961. 
Samuel  R.  Pierce,  Jr.. 

Secretary,  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development 

[FR  Dpc.  81-19939  Filed  7-2-81: 12:14  pm) 
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Office  of  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Housing— Federal  Housing 
Commissioner 

[Docket  No.  N-81-1074] 

Section  8  Minority  Business  Enterprise 
Demonstration;  Announcement  of 
Fund  Availability— Fiscal  Year  1981 

agency:  Office  of  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Housing — Federal  Housing 
Commissioner,  Department  of  Housing 
and  Urban  Development,  (HUD). 
action:  Notice. 

summary:  hud  is  announcing  the 
availability  of  Fiscal  Year  1981  contract 
and  budget  authority  for  a 
demonstration  program  under  the 
Section  8  new  construction  and 
substantial  rehabilitation  programs  for 
Minority  Business  Enterprises.  These 
funds  will  assist  minority  developers  to 
develop  the  capacity  to  enter  the 
mainstream  of  the  housing  industry  and 
is  a  continuation  of  efforts  undertaken 
in  Fiscal  Year  1980  which  resulted  in 
approval  of  over  500  units  of  Section  8 
housing  involving  minority  business 
enterprises. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

The  HUD  Field  Office  with  jurisdiction 
in  your  area. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  will  be  accepting 
Preliminary  Proposal  applications  in 
accordance  with  24  CFR  §  §  880.305  and 
881.305  for  Section  8  new  construction 
and  substantial  rehabilitation  projects  to 
be  funded  from  the  Headquarters 
Reserve  pursuant  to  24  Section 
891.403(b).  Approximately,  1,500  units 
will  be  available  nationwide.  Although 
units  designed  for  occupancy  by  the 
elderly  will  be  permitted,  applicants  are 
advised  that  a  maximum  of  465  elderly 
units  may  be  approved  under  this 
program. 

Proposals  will  be  received  and 
reviewed  by  HUD  field  offices  as 
described  below.  Selections  will  be 
made  by  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Housing  and  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Fair  Housing  and  Equal  Opportimity 
(FHEO)  considering  overall  project 
feasibility,  household  type,  previous 
experience,  geographic  dispersal,  and 
field  office  evaluations  of  proposals. 
Proposals  submitted  under  this 
demonstration  may  not  exceed  100 
assisted  units. 

Schedule  for  Submission  of  Applications 

Developer’s  Packets,  which  contain  all 
necessary  information  and  requirements 
for  submission  of  a  proposal,  will  be 
available  from  HUD  field  offices. 
Proposals  must  be  filed  with  appropriate 


HUD  field  office  and  must  contain  all 
exhibits  and  information  as  required  by 
the  Developer’s  Packet.  Field  offices  will 
accept  proposals  immediately,  but  np 
proposal  will  be  accepted  after  the 
regular  closing  time  of  the  appropriate 
field  office  on  July  31, 1981  unless  this 
final  date  for  submission  of  proposals  is 
extended  by  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Housing  and  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
FHEO  by  publication  of  an  extension 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register.  Section  8 
Preliminary  Proposals  already  in 
processing  pursuant  to  previously 
published  Notification  of  Fund 
Availability  may  be  considered  under 
this  program  upon  written  request  of  the 
owner. 

Additional  Information 

(1)  Proposals  must  meet  all  Section  8 
program  requirements,  including  cost 
containment.  Housing  Assistance  Plan 
consistency,  relocation,  and  site  and 
neighborhood  standards.  Proposals  will 
be  rated  in  accordance  with  the  factors 
specified  in  24  CFR  Sections  880.307(b) 
and  881.307(b)  and  Appendix  14  of 
Section  8  Handbooks  7420.1-REV  and 
7420.2-REV  as  modified  by  this  notice. 
Details  of  this  system  are  available  from 
HUD  field  offices  as  part  of  the 
Developer’s  Packet. 

(2)  Proposals  must  have  a  bona  fide 
minority  owner.  For  this  purpose,  a 
minority  owner  is  an  individual,  a  group 
of  individuals,  a  partnership,  a 
corporation,  or  other  entity,  where  more 
than  50  percent  of  the  financial  interest 
is  held  by  persons  in  one  or  more  of  the 
racial  and  ethnic  categories  identified 
below.  A  minority  general  contractor  or 
management  agent  does  not  constitute 
sufficient  minority  participation  for  the 
purpose  of  this  demonstration. 

liie  basic  racial  and  ethnic  categories 
for  minorities  in  this  program  are 
defined  as  follows: 

(a)  American  Indian  or  Alaskan  Native.  A 
person  having  origins  in  any  of  the  original 
peoples  of  North  America,  and  who 
maintains  cultural  identification  through 
tribal  affiliation  or  community  recognition. 

(b)  Asian  or  Pacific  Islander.  A  person 
having  origins  in  any  of  the  original  peoples 
of  the  Far  East,  SouAeast  Asia,  the  Indian 
subcontinent,  or  the  Pacific  Islands.  This  area 
includes,  for  example,  China,  India,  Japan, 
Korea,  the  Philippine  Islands,  and  Samoa. 

(c)  Black.  A  person  having  origins  in  any  of 
the  black  racial  groups  of  Africa. 

(d)  Hispanic.  A  person  of  Mexican,  Puerto 
Rican,  Cuban,  Central  or  South  America  or 
other  Spanish  culture  or  origin,  regardless  of 
race. 

(3)  Applicants  are  cautioned  that 
proposals  submitted  in  response  to  this 
Notice  are  subject  to  Section  203(a)  of 
the  Housing  and  Community 
Development  Act  of  1980.  This  section 


greatly  limits  the  amount  of  Section  8 
contract  authority  that  may  be  used  to 
approve  units  with  rents  (including 
utilities)  above  110  percent  of  the  Fair 
Market  Rents  (FMRs).  All  requests  to 
exceed  110  percent  of  FMRs  must  be 
recommended  by  the  field  office  and 
approved  by  HUD  Headquarters.  Field 
oMces  must  carefully  monitor  the  use  of 
this  authority  in  terms  of  all  other 
Section  8  units  in  their  jurisdiction  over 
110  percent  of  FMR  due  to  restrictions 
on  this  very  limited  resource. 

(4)  Additional  information  regarding 
the  Section  8  program  may  be  found  in 
24  CFR  Parts  880  and  881  and  HUD 
Handbooks  7420.1-REV  and  7420.2- 
REV. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  June  24, 
1981. 

Philip  D.  Winn, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Housing — Federal 
Housing  Commissioner. 

Antonio  Monroig, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Fair  Housing  and 
Equal  Opportunity. 

[FR  Doc.  81-10625  Piled  7-2-81;  8:45  am]  < 

BILUNO  CODE  4210-01-M 


Office  of  Environmental  Quality 

[Docket  No.  NI-57] 

Intended  Environmental  Impact 
Statement 

The  Department  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  gives  notice  that  an 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIS)  is 
intended  to  be  prepared  for  the 
following  project  under  a  HUD  program 
as  described  in  the  appendix  of  the 
Notice:  E. }.  Christman  Business  and 
Industrial  Redevelopment  Area  and  the 
Center  City  Redevelopment  Area  and 
approximately  1,700  acres  proposed  for 
addition  to  these  areas.  This  Notice  is 
required  by  the  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality  under  its  rules 
(40  CFR  1500). 

Interested  individuals,  governmental 
agencies,  and  private  organizations  are 
invited  to  submit  information  and 
comments  concerning  the  project  to  the 
specific  person  and  address  indicated  in 
the  appropriate  part  of  the  appendix. 

Particularly  solicited  is  information  on 
reports  or  other  environmental  studies 
planned  or  completed  in  the  project 
area,  issues  and  data  which  the  EIS 
should  consider,  recommended 
mitigating  measures  and  alternatives, 
and  major  issues  associated  with  the 
proposed  project.  Federal  agencies 
having  jurisdiction  by  law,  special 
expertise  or  other  special  interests 
should  report  their  interests  and  indicate 
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their  readiness  to  aid  the  EIS  effort  as  a 
“cooperating  agency.” 

Each  Notice  shall  be  effective  for  one 
year.  If  one  year  after  the  publication  of 
a  Notice  in  the  Federal  Register  a  Draft 
EIS  has  not  been  filed  on  the  project, 
then  the  Notice  for  that  project  shall  be 
cancelled.  If  a  Draft  EIS  is  expected 
more  than  one  year  after  the  publication 
of  the  Notice  in  the  Federal  Register, 
then  a  new  and  updated  Notice  of  Intent 
will  be  published. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.  June  26, 1981. 
Francis  G.  Haas, 

Deputy  Director,  Office  of  Environmental 
Quality. 

Appendix 

An  EIS  on  the  E.  J.  Christman  Business 
and  Industrial  Redevelopment  Area,  the 
Center  City  Redevelopment  Area,  and 
approximately  1,700  acres  to  be  added 
to  these  areas  to  be  carried  out  under 
the  HUD  Community  Development 
Block  Grant  Program,  in  the  City  of 
National  City,  California 

Description:  The  E.  J.  Christman 
Business  and  Industrial  Redevelopment 
Area  and  the  Center  City 
Redevelopment  Area  are  program  areas 
under  the  HUD  Community 
Development  Block  Grant  Program.  The 
former  area  is  composed  of  about  175 
acres  with  a  land  use  plan  calling  for 
freeway  business  and  light  industrial 
uses.  The  Center  City  Redevelopment 
Area  is  composed  of  about  100  acres 
with  a  land  use  plan  calling  for  housing, 
historic  preservation,  and  public 
improvements. 

The  City  is  proposing  to  add 
approximately'1,700  acres  to  these  areas 
including  the  8th  Street  and  National 
City  Boulevard  areas  for  the  main 
purpose  of  carrying  out  an  extensive 
housing  rehabilitation  program  and 
commercial  redevelopment. 

Need:  The  City  has  determined  that 
an  EIS  is  necessary  due  to  the  scope  of 
its  program  and  area  to  be  added,  and 
due  to  environmental  regulations  and 
probable  impact  on  city  services. 

Alternatives  Perceived:  At  this  time 
City  alternatives  are:  carry  out  the 
program  including  the  commercial 
redevelopment  and  housing 
rehabilitation  as  currently  envisaged,  or 
modify  this  program. 

Scoping:  This  notice  is  part  of  the 
process  used  for  scoping  the  Hnal  EIS, 
and  responses  will  be  used  to  help 
determine  significant  environmental 
issues;  identify  data  which  the  EIS 
should  address;  and  identify  cooperating 
agencies. 

Comments:  Comments  and  questions 
regarding  this  proposal  should  be 


forwarded  on  or  before  July  27, 1981,  to: 
Arnold  A.  Peterson,  Executive  Director, 
Community  Development  Conunission 
of  the  City  of  National  City,  1243 
National  City  Boulevard,  National  City, 
California  92050.  Mr.  Peterson  may  be 
called  at  (714)  477-2380  during  business 
hours. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19659  Filed  7-2-81:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4210-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 

Endangered  Species  Permit;  Receipt 
of  Appiication 

Applicant:  National  Museum  of 
Natural  History,  Department  of 
Vertebrate  Zoology,  Smithsonian 
Institution,  Washington,  D.C. 

The  applicant  requests  an  amendment 
to  his  permit  which  authorizes  import  of 
salvaged  specimens  of  13  crocodilian 
species.  The  amendment  request  would 
allow  the  import  of  salvaged  parts  of  the 
saltwater  crocodile  [Crocodylus 
porosus)  for  scientific  purposes. 

Documents  and  other  information 
submitted  with  this  application  are 
available  to  the  public  during  normal 
business  hours  in  Room  601, 1000  N. 
Glebe  Road,  Arlington,  Virginia,  or  by 
writing  to  the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service,  Federal  Wildlife  Permit  Office, 
P.O.  Box  3654,  Arlington,  VA  22203. 

This  application  has  been  assigned 
file  number  PRT  2-7024.  Interested 
persons  may  comment  on  this 
application  on  or  before  August  5, 1981 
by  submitting  written  data,  views,  or 
arguments  to  the  Director  at  the  above 
address.  Please  refer  to  the  file  number 
when  submitting  comments. 

Dated:  June  29, 1981. 

Larry  LaRochelle, 

Acting  Chief,  Branch  of  Permits  Federal 
Wildlife  Permit  Office, 

[FR  Doc.  81-19655  Filed  7-2-81: 8:45  am| 

BILUNO  CODE  4310-55-M 


Endangered  Species  Permit;  of 
Receipt  of  Appiications 

The  applicants  listed  below  wish  to 
conduct  activities  with  certain 
Endangered  Species: 

Applicant:  St.  Louis  Zoological  Park, 
St.  Louis,  Missouri  PRT  2-7364. 

The  applicant  requests  a  permit  to 
import  one  captive-bred  banteng  [Bos 
banteng  [=B.yovan/cus])  from  die 
Rotterdam  Zoo,  Netherlands,  for 
enhancement  of  propagation. 

Applicant:  Mrs.  Patricia  Demko, 
Pittsburgh,  Pennsylvania — PRT  2-8082. 


The  applicant  requests  a  permit  to 
purchase  in  interstate  commerce 
captive-bred  red  siskins  [Carduelis 
cucullatus]  from  various  U.S.  sources  for 
enhancement  of  propagation. 

Humane  care  and  treatment  during 
transport,  if  applicable,  has  been 
indicated  by  the  applicants. 

Documents  and  other  information 
submitted  with  these  applications  are 
available  to  the  public  during  normal 
business  hours  in  Room  601, 1000  N. 
Glebe  Road,  Arlington,  Virginia,  or  by 
writing  to  the  U.S.  Fish  &  Wildlife 
Service,  WPO,  P.O.  Box  3654,  Arlington. 
VA  22203. 

Interested  persons  may  comment  on 
these  applications  on  or  before  August  5. 
1981  by  submitting  written  data,  views, 
or  arguments  to  the  Director  at  the 
above  address. 

Dated:  June  26, 1981. 

Larry  LaRochelle, 

Acting  Chief,  Branch  of  Permits  Federal 
Wildlife  Permit  Office. 

(FR  Doa  81-19856  Filed  7-2-Bl:  8:45  ain| 

BILLING  CODE  4310-55-tt 


Endangered  Species  Permit;  Receipt 
of  Application 

Applicant:  San  Diego  Zoological 
Garden,  San  Diego,  California. 

The  applicant  requests  a  permit  to 
import  one  female  captive-bred  komodo 
dragon  [Varanus  komodoensis)  fiom  the 
Basel  Zoo,  Switzerland,  for  the 
enhancement  of  propagation. 

Humane  care  and  treatment  during 
transport  has  been  indicated  by  the 
applicant 

Documents  and  other  information 
submitted  with  this  application  are 
available  to  the  public  during  normal 
business  hours  in  Room  601, 1000  N. 
Glebe  Road,  Arlington,  Virginia,  or  by 
writing  to  the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service,  Federal  Wildlife  Permit  Office, 
P.O.  Box  3654,  Arlington,  VA  22203. 

This  application  has  been  assigned 
file  number  PRT  2-8132.  Interested 
persons  may  comment  on  this 
application  on  or  before  August  5, 1961 
by  submitting  written  data,  views,  or 
argiunents  to  the  Director  at  the  above 
address.  Please  refer  to  the  file  number 
when  submitting  conunents. 

Dated:  June  25, 1981. 

Larry  LaRochelle, 

Acting  Chief,  Branch  of  Permits  Federal 
Wildlife  Permit  Office. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19657  Filed  7-2-81: 8:45  am} 
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Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 

Upper  Lake  Rancheria,  California; 
Restoration  of  Federai  Trust  Status 

June  22, 1981. 

Pursuant  to  the  Partial  Summary 
Judgment  issued  in  Upper  Lake  Porno 
Association,  et  al,  v.  Cecil  Andrus,  et 
ai,  Civil  No.  C-75  0181-SW.  by  the 
United  States  District  Court  for  the 
Northern  District  of  California,  that  all 
distributees  of  the  assets  of  the  Upper 
Lake  Rancheria,  and  all  dependent 
members  of  their  immediate  families, 
retain  their  status  as  Indians  and  are  not 
and  have  not  been  ineligible  for  services 
and  benefits  provided  by  the  United 
States  to  Indians  because  of  their  status 
as  Indians;  that  all  laws  of  the  United 
States  which  affect  Indians  because  of 
their  status  as  Indians  shall  be 
applicable  of  the  Indians  of  the  Upper 
Lake  Rancheria;  and  that,  pursuant  to 
and  in  accordance  with  the  judgment  of 
the  United  States  District  Court, 

Northern  District  of  California,  in  Upper 
Lake  Porno  Association,  et  al.  v.  Cecil 
Andrus,  et  al..  No.  C-75-0181-SW,  the 
conveyances  issued  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  or  his  subordinates  under 
the  Act  of  August  18, 1958,  Pub.  L.  95- 
671,  72  Stat.  619,  as  amended,  are  or  may 
be  voidable. 

Roy  H.  Sampsel, 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary — Indian  Affairs. 

(FR  Doc.  81-19632  Filed  7-2-«l;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4310-03-H 


Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Richfield  District  Multiple  Use  Advisory 
Council  Meeting 

lune  25, 1981. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  meeting 
of  the  Richfield  District  Advisory 
Council  will  be  held  September  17  and 
18, 1981. 

The  first  day  will  consist  of  a  Held  trip 
of  portions  of  the  Henry  Mountain 
Planning  Area.  The  council  will  depart 
for  the  trip  from  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  (BLM)  Office  at  Hanksville 
at  8:00  a.m.  on  September  17, 1981. 

The  council  will  re-convene  at  8:00 
a.m.  on  September  18  in  the  conference 
room  at  the  Hanksville  BLM  Office.  The 
agenda  for  the  meeting  includes; 

(1)  Discussion  and  comment  on  preliminary 
land  use  planning  recommendations  for  the 
Henry  Mountain  Planning  Area; 

(2)  Discussion  and  comment  on  wilderness 
suitability  studies  for  ten  wilderness  study 
areas  in  the  Henry  Mountain  Resource  Area; 

(3)  Status  update  on  State  of  Utah  proposed 
land  exchanges  and  proposed  boundary 
modifications; 

(4)  Discussion  of  1982-1984  advisory 
council  membership; 


(5)  Public  statements; 

(6)  Scheduling  for  next  meeting  and  agenda 
topics. 

The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public. 
Interested  persons  may  present  oral 
statements  to  the  council  on  September 
18, 1981,  or  file  a  written  statement  for 
the  council’s  consideration.  Persons 
wishing  to  make  oral  statements  must 
notify  the  District  Manager,  Bureau  of 
Land  Management,  150  East  900  North, 
Richfield,  Utah,  (801)  896-8221,  by 
September  15, 1981. 

Summary  minutes  of  the  council 
meeting  will  be  maintained  in  the 
District  Office  and  will  be  available  for 
public  inspection  and  reproduction 
during  the  regular  business  hours  within 
30  days  following  the  meeting. 

Larry  R.  Oldroyd, 

Assistant  District  Manager. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19633  Filed  7-2-81: 8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 


Utah;  Uintah  Basin  Synfuels  Projects 
EIS 

agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 

Interior, 

action:  Notice. 

summary:  This  notice  announces  that  in 
accordance  with  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969,  the 
Bureau  of  Land  Management’s  Utah 
State  Office  has  been  assigned  the  lead 
role  in  preparing  an  environmental 
impact  statement  covering  proposed 
issuance  of  rights-of-ways  for  project 
facilities  on-public  lands  in  Eastern 
Utah.  The  EIS  will  also  include  the 
effects  of  extracting,  processing,  and 
transporting  synthetic  fuels. 

The  BLM  Office  of  Special  Projects, 
Denver,  Colorado,  will  assist  the  Utah 
State  Office  in  preparation  of  the  EIS. 
The  statement  will  include  a  regional 
cumulative  analysis  and  five  site- 
specific  analyses.  The  site-specific 
projects  to  be  analyzed  include  shale  oil 
production  by  Tosco  Development 
Corporation,  Syntana-Utah,  Paraho 
Development  Corporation,  and  Magic 
Circle  Energy  Corporation  and  tar  sands 
processing  by  Enercor-Mono  Power 
Company.  The  cumulative  analysis  will 
consider  these  five  projects  plus  shale 
oil  production  by  Geokinetics  Inc.  and 
tar  sands  processing  by  Sohio  Shale  Oil 
Company. 

Under  consideration  are  rights-of- 
ways  and  design  alternatives  for 
individual  site-spiecific  projects  and 
various  levels  of  synfuels  production  for 
the  regional  analysis. 

Three  public  meetings  will  be  held  to 
assist  in  determining  the  scope  of  the 
environmental  impact  statement.  They 


will  be  held  on  August  4, 1981,  at  7:00 
p.m,  in  the  Golden  Age  Center,  135  S. 
First  West,  Vernal,  Utah;  August  5, 1981, 
at  7:00  p.m.  in  the  Northwest  Colorado 
Community  College,  Yaeger  Building, 
Room  Y  102,  Rangely,  Colorado;  and 
August  6, 1981,  at  7K)0  p.m.  in  the  Salt 
Palace,  Suite  E,  100  SW  Temple,  Salt 
Lake  City,  Utah. 

The  purpose  of  the  public  scoping 
meetings  is  threefold:  (1)  to  inform  the 
public  of  the  nature  of  the  proposed 
projects  and  other  aspects  to  be 
analyzed  in  the  statement,  including  the 
tentative  alternatives  based  on  existing 
data  and  knowledge  of  the  area;  (2)  to 
gather  resource  information  from  the 
public;  and  (3)  to  consider  concerns, 
problems,  and/ or  issues  important  to  the 
public  for  possible  inclusion  in  the 
statement.  A  summary  of  the  proposed 
projects  to  be  included  in  the  site- 
spiecific  and  regional  analyses  and  the 
scoping  meeting  agenda  can  be  obtained 
from:  Jack  Edwards,  EIS  Project  Leader, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Office  of 
Special  Projects,  555  Zang  Street,  Third 
Floor  East,  Denver,  Colorado  80228; 
telephone:  (303}-234-6737  (commercial], 
234-6737  (FTS). 

Dated:  June  25, 1981 
Dean  Stepanek, 

Acting  State  Director. 

(FR  Doc.  S1-19S90  Filed  7-2-81: 8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  UT-910-4310-64-M 


Bureau  of  Reclamation 

Contract  Negotiations  With  the  Gila 
River  Farms,  Arizona;  Intent  To  Begin 
Contract  Negotiations  for  Repayment 
of  a  Small  Reclamation  Projects  Act 
Loan 

The  Department  of  the  Interior, 
through  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation, 
intends  to  enter  into  repayment  contract 
negotiations  with  the  Gila  River  Farms 
(Farms)  for  the  repayment  of  a  proposed 
loan,  covering  cost  escalation,  to  be 
made  to  the  Farms  pursuant  to  the  Small 
Reclamation  Projects  Act  of  August  6, 
1956,  (Public  Law  84-984),  as  amended. 
The  Farms,  headquartered  at  Sacaton, 
Arizona,  irrigates  land  within  the  San 
Carlos  Indian  Irrigation  Project  with  the 
acreage  irrigated  dependent  upon  a 
widely  fluctuating  water  supply. 

The  Farms  entered  into  a  contract 
with  the  United  States  on  June  3, 1977, 
for  the  repayment  of  a  loan  to 
rehabilitate  approximately  19  miles  of 
the  South  Side  Canal,  including  canal 
structures  and  turnouts.  The  project  also 
included  the  construction  of  a  desilting 
basin,  rehabiliation  of  the  lateral 
distribution  system  (60  miles). 
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construction  of  pump  back  systems, 
construction  of  a  headquarters  building, 
and  purchase  of  equipment  to  improve 
farm  efficiency.  Completion  of  the 
project  would  insure  a  dependable 
water  supply  adquate  to  irrigate 
approximately  4,469  acres.  The  total 
project  cost  was  originally  estimated  at 
$10  million  with  the  United  States 
loaning  $9,950,000  to  the  Farms  and  the 
Farms  contributing  $50,000. 

The  total  project  cost  has  increased 
by  $4,108,000  to  $14,108,000  because  of 
unanticipated  cost  escalation.  The 
Farms  plans  on  contributing  an 
additional  $20,000,  as  well  as  seeking  an 
additional  Federal  loan  of  $4,088,000,  in 
order  to  complete  the  project.  The 
proposed  amendatory  contract  would 
call  for  the  repayment  of  the  original 
and  escalated  loan  amount  ($14,038,000) 
over  a  29-year  period.  Negotiations  must 
be  completed  before  loan  funds  can  be 
expended. 

The  public  may  observe  any  meeting 
scheduled  by  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation 
with  the  Farms  for  the  purpose  of 
discussing  terms  and  conditions  of  the 
proposed  contract.  Advance  notice  of 
such  meetings  will  be  furnished  only  to 
those  parties  making  a  written  request 
to  the  office  identified  below  at  least  1 
week  prior  to  any  meetings.  All  written 
correspondence  concerning  the 
proposed  repayment  contract  shall  be 
made  available  to  the  general  public 
pursuant  to  the  terms  and  procedures  of 
the  Freedom  of  Information  Act  (80  Stat. 
383),  as  amended. 

The  public  is  invited  to  submit  written 
comments  on  the  form  of  the  proposed 
contract  no  later  than  30  days  after  the 
completed  draft  contract  is  declared  to 
be  available  to  the  public.  In  the  event 
little  or  no  public  interest  is  evidenced 
in  the  negotiations,  as  gauged  by  the 
response  to  this  notice  and  local  news 
releases  or  announcements,  the 
availability  of  the  proposed  form  of 
contract  for  public  review  and  comment 
will  not  be  formally  publicized  through 
the  Federal  Register  or  other  media. 

Written  comments  and  requests  for 
information  concerning  these  contract 
negotiations  should  be  directed  to  Ms. 
Pam  Kohnken,  Chief,  Contracts  and 
Repayment  Branch,  Arizona  Projects 
Office,  Bureau  of  Reclamation,  Valley 
Center,  Suite  2200,  Phoenix,  Arizona 
85073,  telephone  (602)  261-3735. 

Dated:  June  29, 1981. 

Clifford  I.  Barrett, 

Assistant  Commissioner  of  Reclamation. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19653  Filed  7-2-81: 8:45  ain| 

BILLING  CODE  431(M)9-M 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Ex  Parte  No.  311] 

Expedited  Procedures  for  Recovery  of 
Fuel  Costs;  Decision 

Decided:  ]une  30, 1981. 

In  our  recent  decision,  an  18.5-percent 
surcharge  was  authorized  on  all  owner- 
operator  traffic,  and  on  all  truckload 
traffic  whether  or  not  owner-operators 
were  employed.  We  ordered  that  all 
owner-operators  were  to  receive 
compensation  at  this  level. 

The  weekly  Hgure  set  forth  in  the 
appendix  for  transportation  performed 
by  owner-operators  and  for  truckload 
traffic  is  18.3  percent.  Accordingly,  we 
are  authorizing  that  the  surcharge  for 
this  traffic  remain  at  18.5  percent.  All 
owner-operators  are  to  receive 
compensation  at  this  level. 

No  change  is  authorized  on  the  3.1- 
percent  surcharge  on  less-than- 
truckload  (LTL)  traffic  performed  by 
carriers  not  using  owner-operators,  the 
6.8-percent  surcharge  for  the  bus 
carriers,  or  the  2.1 -percent  surcharge  for 
United  Parcel  Service. 

Notice  shall  be  given  to  the  general 
public  by  mailing  a  copy  of  this  decision 
to  the  Governor  of  each  State  and  to  the 
Public  Utilities  Commission  or  Boards  of 
each  State  having  jurisdiction  over 
transportation,  by  depositing  a  copy  in 
the  Ofhce  of  the  Secretary,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  for  public  inspection  and  by 
delivering  a  copy  to  the  Director,  Office 
of  the  Federal  Register  for  publication 
therein. 

It  is  ordered: 

This  decision  shall  become  effective 
Friday,  12:01  a.m.,  July  3, 1981, 

By  the  Commission,  Chairman  Taylor, 
Vice  Chairman  Alexis,  Commissioners 
Gresham,  Clapp,  Trantum,  and  Gilliam. 
Vice  Chairman  Alexis  did  not 
participate. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

Appendix— Foe/  Surcharge 

Base  date  and  price  per  gallon  (.including  tax) 


Jan  1.  1979  .  63.5e 

Date  of  currertt  price  measuremettt  and  price  per  gallon 
(irKluttng  tax) 

June  29.  1981 . . .  132.1t 


Transportation  pertormed  by— 
Owner-  o,_ 

tor* 


(1)  (2)  (3)  (4» 

Average  percerH  fuel 
expenses  Onduding 


taxes)  of  total 

revenue .  16.9  2.9  6.3  33 

Percent  surcharge 

developed .  18.3  3.1  6.8  *2.9 

Percent  surcharge 

allowed .  18.5  3.1  68  *21 


'  Apply  to  all  truckload  rated  traffic. 

*  Including  less-tharvtrucktoad  traffic. 

’  The  percentage  surcharge  developed  for  UPS  «  catouM- 
ed  by  applying  81  percent  of  the  percentage  incteate  «  tie 
current  price  per  gallon  over  the  base  price  per  galon  -lo 
UPS  average  percent  of  fuel  expense  to  revenue  figure  as  of 
January  1,  1979  (3.3  percent). 

*  The  developed  surchar^  is  reduced  08  percent  to 
refiect  fuel-related  increases  already  included  at  UPS  ratos 


|FR  Doc.  81-19691  Filed  7-2-81: 8-45  am| 
BILUNG  CODE  7035-01-« 


Motor  Carriers;  Permanent  Authority 
Decisions;  Decision-Notice 

The  following  applications.  Bled  on  or 
after  February  9, 1^1,  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice,  see  49  CFR  1100.251.  Special 
Rule  251  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  December  31, 1980,  at  45  FR 
86771.  For  compliance  procedures,  refer 
to  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
December  3, 1980,  at  45  FR  80109. 

Persons  wishing  to  oppose  an 
application  must  follow  the  rules  under 
49  CFR  1100.252.  A  copy  of  any 
application,  including  all  supporting 
evidence,  can  be  obtained  from 
applicant’s  representative  upon  request 
and  payment  to  applicant’s 
representative  of  $10.00. 

Amendments  to  the  request  for 
authority  are  not  allowed.  Some  of  the 
applications  may  have  been  modified 
prior  to  publication  to  conform  to  the 
Commission’s  policy  of  simplifying 
grants  of  operating  authority. 

Findings 

With  the  exception  of  those 
applications  involving  duly  noted 
problems  (e.g.,  unresolved  common 
control,  fitness,  water  carrier  dual 
operations,  or  jurisdictional  questions) 
we  find,  preliminarily,  that  each 
applicant  has  demonstrated  its  proposed 
service  warrants  a  grant  of  the 
application  under  the  governing  section 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  Each 
applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and  able  to 
perform  the  service  proposed,  and  to 
conform  to  the  requirements  of  Title  49, 
Subtitle  IV.  United  States  Code,  and  the 
Commission’s  regulations.  Except  where 
noted,  this  decision  is  neither  a  major 
Federal  action  significantly  affecting  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  nor  a 
major  regulatory  action  under  the 
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Energy  Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of 
1975. 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
opposition  in  the  form  of  verified 
statements  filed  on  or  before  45  days 
from  date  of  publication  (or,  if  the 
application  later  becomes  unopposed), 
appropriate  authorizing  documents  will 
be  issued  to  applicants  with  regulated 
operations  (except  those  with  duly 
noted  problems)  and  will  remain  in  full 
effect  only  as  long  as  the  applicant 
maintains  appropriate  compliance.  The 
unopposed  applications  involving  new 
entrants  will  be  subject  to  the  issuance 
of  an  effective  notice  setting  forth  the 
compliance  requirements  which  must  be 
satisified  before  the  authority  will  be 
issued.  Once  this  compliance  is  met,  the 
authority  will  be  issued. 

Within  60  days  after  publication  an 
applicant  may  file  a  veriHed  statement 
in  rebuttal  to  any  statement  in 
opposition. 

To  the  extent  that  any  of  the  authority 
granted  may  duplicate  an  applicant’s 
other  authority,  the  duplication  shall  be 
construed  as  conferring  only  a  single 
operating  right. 

Note. — An  applications  are  for  authority  to 
operate  as  a  motor  common  carrier  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce  over  irregular 
routes,  unless  noted  otherwise.  Applications 
for  motor  contract  carrier  authority  are  those 
where  service  is  for  a  named  shipper  “under 
contract”. 

(Direct  status  caDs  to  202-275-7326) 

Volume  No.  OPl-188 

Decided;  June  26, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  1, 
Members  Pariier,  Chandler,  and  Fortier. 

MC  730  (Sub-526),  filed  June  19, 1981. 
Applicant:  PACIFIC  INTERMOUNTAIN 
EXPRESS  CO.,  25  North  Via  Monte, 
Walnut  Creek,  CA  94598. 

Representative:  Alfred  G.  Krebs  (same 
address  as  applicant),  (415)  944-7374. 
Transporting  classes  A,  B,  and  C 
explosives,  between  points  in  the  U.S, 
Condition;  To  the  extent  that  the 
certificate  in  this  proceeding  authorizes 
the  transportation  of  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  it  will  expire  5  years  from 
the  date  of  issuance. 

MC  44801  (Sub-22),  filed  June  18. 1981. 
Applicant:  DICK  HARRIS  AND  SON 
TRUCKING  CO..  INC.,  4000  Harris  Lane, 
P.O.  Box  10277,  Lynchburg,  VA  24506. 
Representative:  Morton  E.  Kiel,  Suite 
1832,  Two  World  Trade  Center,  New 
York,  NY  10048,  (212)  466-0220. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  those  points  in  the  U.S.  in  and 
east  of  ND,  SD.  NE,  KS.  OK,  and  TX. 

MC  140150  (Sub-4),  filed  June  16, 1981. 
Applicant:  UNITED  OIL  OF  MAGIC 


VALLEY,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  405,  Twin  Falls, 
ID  83301.  Representative:  Irene  Warr, 

311  S.  State  St.,  Ste.  280,  Salt  Lake  City, 
UT  84111,  (801)  531-1300.  Transporting 
petroleum,  natural  gas  and  their 
products,  between  points  in  ID,  UT,  OR, 
WA,  WY,  and  NV,  Condition:  To  the 
extent  that  the  certificate  to  be  issued  in 
this  proceeding  authorizes  the 
transportation  of  liquified  petroleum 
gas.  it  shall  be  limited  to  a  period 
expiring  5  years  from  the  date  of 
issuance. 

MC  147751  (Sub-2),  filed  June  16, 1981. 
Applicant:  NIGHT  HAWK  MOTOR 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  738  Ohio  Pike. 
Cincinnati,  OH  45245.  Representative: 
Boyd  B.  Ferris,  50  W.  Broad  St., 

Columbus,  OH  43215,  (614)  464-4103, 
Transporting  (1)  hazardous  waste 
materials,  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
and  (2)  general  commodities  (except 
classes  A  and  B  explosives),  between 
Cincinnati,  OH,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

Condition:  To  the  extent  that  the 
certificate  in  this  proceeding  authorizes 
the  transportation  of  hazardous  waste 
materials,  it  will  expire  5  years  from  the 
date  of  issuance. 

MC  148760  (Sub-1),  filed  June  22, 1981. 
Applicant:  SCHIBER  TRUCK 
COMPANY,  INC.,  Rand  &  Olive  Sts., 
Hartford,  IL  62048.  Representative: 

Robert  T.  Lawley,  300  Reisch  Bldg., 
Springfield.  IL  62701  (217)  544-5468. 
Transporting  liquid  sulphur,  between 
points  in  AL,  AR,  FL.  LA,  IL,  IN.  KS.  KY, 
MD,  ML  MO.  OH.  OK,  TN.  and  WI. 

MC  152981,  filed  Junp  22. 1981. 
Applicant:  ERIC  LOMEN,  d.b.a.  LOMEN 
AUTO  TRANSPORT,  R.R.  1,  Zumbrota, 
MN  55992.  Representative:  John  B.  Van 
de  North,  Jr..  2200  First  National  Bank 
Bldg.,  St.  Paul.  MN  55101  (612)  291-1215. 
Transporting  motor  vehicles,  between 
points  in  lA,  IL,  IN,  KY,  MI,  MN,  MO, 

ND,  NE.  SD,  and  WI. 

MC  154210,  filed  June  18, 1981. 
Applicant:  A  &  R  TRANSPORTATION 
CO.,  INC.,  21  Ridgecrest  Drive,  Hudson, 
NH  03051.  Representative:  Samuel  L. 
Watts,  54  Middlesex  Turnpike, 
Burlington,  MA  01803,  (617)  729-7479. 
Transporting  metal  products,  between 
points  in  the  U.S.,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Edgcomb  Steel  of  New 
England,  Inc.,  of  Nashua,  NH. 

MC  155040  (Sub-l),  filed  June  19, 1981, 
Applicant:  FRANK  A.  KAISER,  III  and 
LENA  D.  KAISER,  d.b.a.  L  &  D 
TRANSPORT.  10383  Avenue  408, 

Dinuba,  CA  93618.  Representative: 
Dwight  L  Koerber,  Jr.,  110  N.  2nd  St., 
P.O.  Box  1320,  Clearfield,  PA  16830,  (814) 
765-9611.  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  points  in  OH,  NY, 


and  MA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  those  points  in  the  U.S.  in  and 
west  of  WI,  IL,  MO,  AR,  and  LA 
(including  AK,  but  excluding  HI). 

MC  156511,  filed  June  18, 1981, 
Applicant:  ANTHONY  J.  ULGIATI, 
d.b.a.  A.  J.  TRANSPORTATION.  24 
Lincoln  Ave.,  Rochester,  NY  14611. 
Representative:  Raymond  A.  Richards, 

35  Curtice  Pk.,  Webster,  NY  14580,  (716) 
265-9510.  Transporting  machinery  and 
metal  articles,  between  points  in  NY,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  DE,  FL.  GA.  MD.  NJ.  NY,  NC,  PA.  SC. 
VA,  and  DC. 

MC  156530,  filed  June  2, 1981. 
Applicant:  WILLIAMS  SERVICE 
CENTER,  INC.,  4103  Hwy  78  East. 

Jasi>er,  AL  35501.  Representative: 

Donald  B.  Sweeney,  Jr.,  512  Massey 
Bldg.,  Birmingham,  AL  35203,  (205)  254- 
3880.  Transporting  forest  products,  coal 
and  coal  products,  lumber  and  wood 
products,  pulp,  paper  and  related 
products,  petroleum  products,  metal 
products,  and  building  materials, 
between  points  in  AL,  TN,  GA,  MS,  FL, 
and  LA. 

MC  156620,  filed  June  17, 1981. 
Applicant:  MELVIN  W.  RANGE,  INC., 
5505  E.  Bavarian  Pass,  Fridley,  MN 
55432.  Representative:  Samuel 
Rubenstein,  P.O.  Box  5,  Minneapolis, 

MN  55440,  (612)  542-1121.  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives),  between  points  in  the 
U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Innovative  Steel,  Inc.,  of  New  Hope, 

MN,  Vincent  Brass  and  Aluminum  Co., 
of  Minneapolis.  MN,  and  Cleantnm 
Division  of  Chemtoll,  Inc.,  of  Loretto, 

MN. 

MC  156680,  filed  June  19, 1981. 
Applicant  HANKINS  LUMBER  SALES. 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  1051,  Grenada,  MS  38901. 
Representative:  Fred  W.  Johnson,  Jr., 

P.O.  Box  1291,  Jackson,  MS  39205,  (601) 
355-3543.  Transporting  building 
materials  and  metal  products,  between 
points  in  AL,  AR,  IL,  IN,  lA.  KY.  MI.  MO. 
MS.  OH,  PA,  TN,  and  WI. 

MC  156691,  filed  June  22. 1981. 
Applicant:  AUBREY  EATON  AND 
CYRIL  ZEMBRODT,  d.b.a.  A.  C. 
LEASING  COMPANY,  3023  E.  Kemper 
Rd.,  Cincinnati,  OH  45241. 
Representative:  James  Duvall,  P.O.  Box 
97,  220  W.  Bridge  St.,  Dublin,  OH  43017, 
(614)  889-2531.  Transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by 
manufacturers  of  containers,  between 
those  points  in  the  U.S.  in  and  east  of 
MN,  lA.  MO,  AR,  and  LA. 

Volume  No.  OPY-2-115 

Decided:  June  26, 1981. 
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By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  1, 
Members  Parker,  Chandler,  and  Fortier. 

MC  2202  (Sub-673),  filed  June  17, 1981. 
Applicant:  ROADWAY  EXPRESS,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  471, 1077  Gorge  Blvd.,  Akron, 
OH  44309.  Representative:  William  O. 
Turney,  Suite  1010,  7101  Wisconsin 
Avenue,  Washington,  DC  20014,  (301) 
986-1410.  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Lextar,  of  Wilmington,  DE. 

MC  12383  (Sub-1),  filed  June  11. 1981. 
Applicant:  NORTHROP  DISPATCH  & 
BROKERAGE,  INC.,  Union  Stockyards, 
West  Fargo,  ND  58078.  Representative: 
Earl  T.  Northrop  (same  as  applicant), 
(701)  282-3731.  Transporting  sand, 
gravel  and  crushed  rock  between  points 
in  WI  and  MN,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  ND. 

MC  73533  (Sub-18F).  filed  June  16, 

1981.  Applicant:  KEY  WAY 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  820  South  Oldham 
Street,  Baltimore,  MD  21224. 
Representative:  William  F.  Lamperelli 
(same  address  as  applicant),  (301)  327- 
5800.  Transporting  (1)  such  commodities 
as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by  retail  and 
chain  drug  stores,  between  points  in  the 

U. S.,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Dart  Drug  Corporation,  of  Landover, 

MD. 

MC  107043  (Sub-1442),  filed  June  17. 
1981.  Applicant:  BEND  STORAGE  & 
TRANSFER.  INC.,  1307  N.E.  1st.  Bend. 
OR  97701  Representative:  David  C. 
White,  2400  S.W.  4th  Ave.,  Portland,  OR 
97201  503-226-6491  Transporting 
household  goods,  between  points  in  CA, 
ID,  OR,  and  WA. 

MC  118282  (Sub-43),  filed  June  12, 
1981.  Applicant:  BALLENTINE 
PRODUCE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  454,  Alma. 
AR  72921,  Representative:  Barry 
Roberts,  888  17th  Street  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20006,  (202)  298-8600. 
Transporting  Food  and  related  products, 
between  points  in  FL  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  TX,  LA,  MS, 

AL,  GA.  SC.  NC,  TN,  AR.  OK,  KS,  MO. 
lA,  IL.  IN.  OH,  KY,  WV,  MD  and  PA. 

MC  121812  (Sub-2),  filed  June  12, 1981. 
Applicant:  EASTERN  DEUVERY 
SERVICE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1643, 
Wilmington,  NC  28402.  Representative: 
Herbert  Alan  Dubin,  818  Connecticut 
Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20006, 
202-331-1174.  Transporting  (1)  textile 
mill  products,  machinery,  metal 
products,  and  chemicals  and  related 
products,  between  points  in  NC,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  and  points 
in  CT.  DE,  FL.  GA.  MD,  NJ.  NY.  PA,  SC, 
TN,  VA  and  DC,  (2)  general 
commodities,  between  Wilminton,  NG 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other. 


points  in  New  Hanover,  Pender,  Onslow, 
Duplin,  Sampson,  Bladen,  Columbus, 
and  Brunswick  Counties,  NC,  and  (3) 
machinery,  metal  products,  and  textile 
mill  products,  between  points  in  New 
Hanover  and  Brunswick  Counties.  NC, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  NC.  Condition:  To  the  extent 
this  certificate  authorizes  the 
transportation  of  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  it  shall  be  limited  to  a  period 
expiring  5  years  fi'om  its  date  of 
issuance.  Condition:  Issuance  of  a 
certificate  here  is  subject  to  prior  or 
coincidental  cancellation  at  applicant’s 
written  request  of  certificates  of 
Registration  Nos.  MC-121812,  issued 
July  31, 1978  and  MC-121812  Sub  No.  1, 
issued  April  3, 1981. 

MC  129712  (Sub-47),  filed  Jime  12, 

1981.  Applicant:  GEORGE  BENNETT 
MOTOR  EXPRESS,  INC.  P.O.  Box  569, 
McDonough,  GA  30253.  Representative: 
Frank  D.  Hall,  Suite  713,  3384  Peachtree 
Road,  NE..  Atlanta,  GA  30326,  (404)  237- 
6472.  Transporting  clay,  concrete,  glass 
or  stone  products,  building  materials, 
pulp,  paper  and  related  products, 
chemicals  and  related  products,  and 
rubber  and  plastic  products  between 
points  in  the  U.S.,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Georgia-Pacific 
Corporation,  of  Portland,  OR. 

MC  134453  (Sub-23),  filed  June  11, 
1981.  Applicant:  STERNLTTE 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY. 
Winsted,  MN  55395.  Representative: 
Robert  P.  Sack  P.O.  Pox  6010,  West  St 
Paul,  MN  5118,  612-457-6889. 
Transporting  building  materials, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Littfin 
Lumber  Company,  of  Winsted,  MN. 

MC  136512  (Sub-22),  filed  June  9, 1981. 
Applicant:  SPACE  CARRIERS,  INC,  444 
Lafayette  Rd.,  St  Paul,  MN  55101. 
Representative:  James  E.  Ballenthin,  630 
Osborn  Bldg.,  St.  Paul  MN  55102, 612- 
227-7731.  Transporting 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  the  facilities  of 
Lever  Brothers  Company,  at  points  in 
the  U.S..  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  142743  (Sub-26F),  filed  June  16, 
1981.  Applicant  FAST  FREIGHT 
SYSTEM.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  132  C  Route  1. 
Tupelo,  MS  38801.  Representative: 
Martin  J.  Leavitt,  22375  Haggerty  Rd., 
P.O.  Box  400,  Northville,  MI  48167,  (313) 
349-3960.  Transporting  metal  products, 
between  points  in  Cook  County,  IL, 
Wayne  Coimty,  ML  St  Louis  County, 
MO,  Trumbull  County,  OH,  and  points 
in  TN,  on  the  one  hand,  and  on  the 
other,  points  in  MS,  KS  NE,  TN.  MO, 
and  AR. 


MC  147093  {Sub-3),  filed  June  17. 1961. 
Applicant:  B  &  L  TRUCK  LINE,  INC. 
Hwy.  125  South,  P.O.  Drawer  9. 
Middleton,  TN  38052.  Representative:  A 
Doyle  Cloud.  Jr.,  2008  Claric  Tower,  5100 
Poplar  Ave.  Memphis,  TN  38137, 901- 
767-5600.  Transporting  (1)  clay, 
concrete,  glass  or  stone  products,  and 
(2)  such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or 
used  by  manufacturers  and  distributors 
of  cleaning  compounds  and  automotive 
supplies,  between  points  in  Hardeman 
County,  TN,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  AL,  AR,  CO.  CT.  DE, 
FL.  GA,  LA,  IL,  IN,  KS,  KY.  LA,  MA,  ME, 
MD,  MI,  MN,  MS,  MO,  ND,  NE,  NR  NJ. 
NM,  NY,  NC,  OH,  OK,  PA,  RI,  SC  SD. 
TN,  TX,  VA,  VT,  WL  WV.  and  DC 
MC  147712  (Sub-29),  filed  June  IZ 
1981.  Applicant:  MID-WESTERN 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  14625  Carmenita 
Rd.,  Norwalk,  CA  90650.  Representative: 
Joseph  Fazio  (same  address  as 
applicant),  (213)  921-7474.  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives),  between  St  Loois, 
MO,  points  in  Alameda,  San  Francisca 
Fresno,  Ventura,  Los  Angeles,  San 
Bernardino,  San  Diego,  Riverside,  and 
Orange  Counties,  CA  Maricopa  Coujty, 
AZ,  Multnomah,  Desdiutes,  YamhilL 
Marion,  Clatsop,  and  Klamath  Counties. 
OR,  King,  Pierce,  Kitsap,  Grays  Harbor, 
Chelan,  Yakima,  Franklin,  Spokane, 
Thiu^ton,  and  Whatcom  Counties,  WA. 
Hartford,  Hew  Haven,  Fairfield 
Coimties,  CT,  Erie,  Onondaga,  New 
York,  Broome,  Oneida,  Schenectady. 
Rensselaer,  Monroe,  and  Albany 
Counties,  NY.  Passaic,  Essex,  Hudson. 
Union,  and  Mercer  Counties,  NJ. 
Lakawanna,  Luzerne,  Lehigh, 
Northampton,  Beiics,  Philadelphia, 
Lancaster.  Dauphin,  Lawrence, 
Allegheny,  Cambria,  and  Blair  Coimties. 
PA,  Lucas,  Hancock,  Allen,  Clark, 
Franklin,  Richland,  Erie,  Stark,  Summit 
Cuyahoga,  Montgomery,  and  Hamilton 
Coimties,  OH,  St.  Joseph,  Lake,  Allen, 
Elkhart,  Tippicanoe,  Madison, 

Delaware,  Wayne,  Bartholemew,  Vigo. 
Monroe,  Vanderburgh,  Porter.  Lake. 
Marion,  and  Dearborn  Counties,  IN. 
Cook,  Lake,  Rock  Island,  Peoria, 
McLean,  Macon,  Sangamon,  Vermillion, 
and  St.  Clair  Counties,  IL,  Anderson, 
Shelby,  Spencer,  Jefferson,  Fayette,  and 
Henderson  Counties,  KY,  Buchanan, 
Clay,  Boone,  Cole,  Jasper,  and  Grseoc 
Counties,  MO,  Shelby.  Davidson, 
Hamilton,  Montgomery,  Knox,  and 
Madison  Counties,  TN,  Lauderdale, 
Madison,  Jefferson,  Tuscaloosa, 
Montgomery,  and  Mobile  Countiee.  AL. 
Lowndes,  Warren,  Hinds,  Jones,  Forrest 
and  Harrism  Counties,  M^  and  Potter, 
Lubbodc,  Taylor.  El  Paso,  Tom  Green, 
Wichita.  Tarrant  Dallas,  Bexar,  Harris. 
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Galveston,  Webb,  Cameron,  and 
McLennan  Counties,  TX. 

MC  151173  (Sub-4F),  filed  June  11, 

1981.  Applicant:  HAR-BET,  INC.,  7209 
Tara  Blvd.,  Jonesboro,  GA  30236. 
Representative:  O.  L.  Godfrey  Jr.  (same 
address  as  applicant)  (404-478^115). 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Distribution 
Services  of  America,  and  its  affiliates,  of 
Boston,  MA. 

MC  152333F,  filed  June  8, 1981. 
Applicant:  A  &  R  LUMBER  SALES,  INC., 
FOB  47,  Junction  City,  OR  97440. 
Representative:  Robert  B.  Taylor  (same 
address  as  applicant)  (503-998-3700). 
Transporting  building  materials, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Domtar 
Gypsum  America,  Inc.,  of  Oakland,  CA. 

MC  153922  (Sub-lF),  filed  June  12, 

1981.  Applicant:  M.  A. 
TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
2322,  Peachtree  City,  GA  30269. 
Representative:  Virgil  H.  Smith,  Suite  12, 
1587  Phoenix  Blvd.,  Atlanta,  GA  30340. 
Transporting  extruded  plastic  film  used 
in  food,  chemical,  and  industrial 
packaging,  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  Flex- 
On.  Inc.,  of  Senoia,  GA. 

MC  156522,  filed  June  12, 1981. 
Applicant:  COUNTRY  ROADS 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  Rural  Route  5,  Box 
176,  Sullivan,  IN  47882.  Representative: 

E.  Stephen  Heisley,  805  McLachlen  Bank 
Bldg.,  666  "Eleventh  St.,  NW., 

W'ashington,  DC  20001.  Transporting 
general  commodities,  between  points  in 
the  U.S.,  under  continuing  contracts(s) 
with  E.  I.  DuPont  De  Nemours  & 
Company,  Inc.,  of  Wilmington,  DE. 
Condition:  To  the  extent  this  certificate 
authorizes  the  transportation  of  classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  it  shall  be  limited  to 
a  period  expiring  5  years  from  its  date  of 
issuancd. 

Volume  No.  OPY-3-105 

Decided:  June  29, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  2, 
Members  Carleton,  Fisher  and  Williams. 
(Member  Williams  not  participating.) 

MC  2005  (Sub-21),  filed  June  18. 1981. 
Applicant:  COMMERCIAL 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  2300  East 
Adams  Ave.  Philadelphia.  PA  19124. 
Representative:  Sander  M.  Bieber,'  1737 
H  St.,  NW.,  Fourth  Floor,  Washington, 
DC  20006  (202)  661-0870.  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives),  between  points  in 
CT.  DE,  IL,  IN,  lA,  KY.  MD,  MA.  MI. 

MO.  NJ.  NY,  OH.  PA,  VA,  WV,  and  DC. 


MC  12645  (Sub-l),  filed  June  16, 1981.  * 
Applicant:  PARAGON  TRAVEL 
AGENCY,  INC.,  680  Purchase  St..  New 
Bedford,  MA  02741.  Representative: 
Jeremy  Kahn,  Suite  733,  Investment 
Bldg.,  1511  K  St.,  N.W.,  Washington,  DC 
20005  (202)  783-3525.  As  a  broker  at 
points  in  CT,  ME,  MA,  NH,  RI,  and  VT, 
in  arranging  for  the  transportation  of 
passengers  and  their  baggage,  between 
points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  96855  (Sub-8),  filed  May  12, 1981, 
previously  noticed  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  May  29, 1981.  Applicant: 
REFRIGERATED  DELIVERY  SERVICE, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  50247,  Tulsa,  OK  74150, 
Representative:  Wilburn  L.  Williamson, 
Suite  615-East,  The  Oil  Center,  2601 
Northwest  Expressway,  Oklahoma  City, 
OK  73112  (405)  848-7946.  Transporting 
food  and  related  products  between 
points  in  Benton,  Crawford,  Sebastian, 
and  Washington  Counties,  AR,  Grayson 
County,  TX,  and  points  in  OK. 

Note — ^This  republication  corrects  the 
territorial  description  to  include  Grayson,  TX, 
and  to  show  non-radiai  authority. 

MC  120514  (Sub-2),  filed  June  17, 1981. 
Applicant:  WICKER  SERVICES.  INC., 
P.O.  Box  1398,  Burlington,  NC  27215. 
Representative:  Ralph  McDonald,  P.O. 
Box  2246,  Raleigh,  NC  27602  (919)  828- 
0731.  Transporting  genera/  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  NC  and  SC. 

MC  124735  (Sub-24),  filed  June  16, 

1981.  Applicant:  R.  C.  KERCHEVAL,  Jr., 
2214  4th  Ave,  S.,  Seattle.  WA  98134. 
Representative:  George  R.  LaBissoniere, 
15  S.  Grady  Way.  Suite  233,  Renton,  WA 
98055  (206)  228-3807.  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives),  between  points  in  the 
U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Onan  Consolidation,  Inc.,  Wesco 
Distributors,  Inc.,  R.A.  Barnes,  Inc., 
Motor  Wheel  &  Parts,  Inc.,  Futura 
Energy  Products/Trailer  Equipment 
Distributors,  Inc.,  of  Seattle,  WA,  Star 
Trailer  of  Sunnyside  WA,  Canadian 
Wheel  Industries  Ltd.,  Edmonton, 
Alberta,  Canada,  Henderson  Wheel  & 
Warehouse  Supply,  Salt  Lake  City,  UT, 
and  Wholesale  Truck  Parts,  Inc., 
Ellensburg,  WA. 

MC  127185  (Sub-9),  filed  June  16. 1981. 
Applicant:  GATEWAY  TRANSFER  CO.. 
INC.,  1319  Santa  Rita  Ave.,  Laredo,  TX 
78040.  Representative:  James  R.  Boyd, 
1000  Perry  Brooks  Bldg.,  Austin,  TX 
78701  (512)  467-8066.Transporting 
transportation  equipment,  between 
ports  of  entry  on  the  international 
boundary  line  between  the  U.S.  and 
Mexico,  located  at  points  in  TX,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
AZ..CA,  GA.  IL,  NM.  NV,  OH,  MI.  MO. 
PA.  TX,  and  WI. 


MC  128685  (Sub-39),  filed  June  16. 

1981.  Applicant:  DIXON  BROS.,  INC., 

P.O.  D.  6  Newcastle,  WY  82701, 
Representative:  Jerome  Anderson,  100 
Transwestem  Bldg.,  Billings.  MT  59101 
(406)  248-2611.  Transporting  metal 
products,  between  points  in  Box  Elder 
County,  UT,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  AZ,  CA,  CO,  ID,  MT, 
NV,  NM,  OR.  WA.  and  WY.- 
MC  135895  (Sub-130),  filed  June  17. 

1981.  Aj)plicant:  B  &  R  DRAY  AGE,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  8534,  Battlefield  Station, 

Jackson,  MS  39204.  Representative: 
Douglas  C.  Wynn,  P.O.  Box  1295, 
Greenville,  MS  38701.  Transporting  clay, 
concrete,  glass  or  stone  products, 
between  the  facilities  of  Fabair,  Inc.,  at 
or  near  Reedsville,  WV,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
U.S. 

MC  136545  (Sub-38),  filed  June  16, 

1981.  Applicant:  NUSSBERGER  BROS. 
TRUCKING  CO..  INC.,  929  Railroad  St.. 
Prentice,  WI  54556.  Representative: 
Richard  A.  Westley,  4506  Regent  St., 

Suite  100,  Madison,  WI  53705  (608)  238- 
3119.  Transporting  (1)  machinery,  and 
(2)  transportation  equipment,  between 
Milwaukee,  WI,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  Detroit,  MI,  and 
Indianapolis,  IN. 

MC  141335  (Sub-1),  filed  June  17, 1981. 
Applicant:  BARR  TRANSPORTATION 
CORP.,  P.O.  Box  487  5950  Fisher  Rd., 

East  Syracuse,  NY  13057. 

Representative:  Michael  R.  Werner,  P.O. 
Box  1409, 167  Fairfield  Rd.,  Fairfield,  NJ 
07006  (201)  575-7700.  Transporting  metal 
products,  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Auburn  Steel  Company,  Inc.,  of  Auburn, 
NT. 

MC  142114  (Sub-13),  filed  June  18./ 
1961.  Applicant:  RETAIL  EXPRESS, 

INC.,  9  Stuart  Rd.,  Chelmsford,  MA 
01824.  Representative:  Frank  M. 
Cushman  36  South  Main  St.  Sharon,  MA 
02007  (617)  784-6041.  Transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by 
department  stores,  between  points  in  the 
U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
King’s  Department  Stores,  Inc.,  of 
Newton,  MA. 

MC  142835  (Sub-18),  filed  June  17, 

1981.  Applicant:  CARSON  MOTOR 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  337,  Aubumdale, 
FL  33823.  Representative:  A.  Charles 
Tell,  100  E.  Broad  St.,  Columbus,  OH 
43215  (614)  228-1541.  Transporting  food 
and  related  products,  between  points  in 
Hamilton  County,  OH,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  IL,  IN,  lA, 
KY,  MI,  MN.  MO,  PA,  WV,  and  WI. 

MC  145505  (Sub-4),  filed  June  9, 1981. 
Applicant:  IRISH  TRANSPORTATION. 
INC.,  8007  South  Meridian  St, 
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Indianapolis,  IN  46227.  Representative: 
Warren  C.  Moberly,  777  Chamber  of 
Commerce  Bldg.,  320  North  Meridian  St., 
Indianapolis,  IN  46204  (317)  639-4511. 
Transporting  transportation  equipment, 
between  points  in  Faulkner  County,  AR, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  145904  (Sub-40),  filed  June  16, 

1981.  Applicant:  SOUTH  WEST 
LEASING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  152,  Waterloo, 
lA  50704.  Representative:  Stanley  C. 
Olsen,  Jr.,  5200  Willson  Rd.,  Suite  307, 
Edina,  MN  55424  (612)  927- 
8855.Transporting  food  and  related 
products,  (1)  between  Denver,  CO,  and 
points  in  Morgan  and  Logan  Counties, 
CO,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  IL,  IN,  LA.  MI,  OH,  and 
WI,  and  (2)  between  points  in  Tama 
County,  lA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  IN,  OH,  and  ML 

MC  146965  (Sub-2),  filed  June  10, 1981. 
Applicant:  REDDING  LUMBER 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  3306, 
Redding,  CA  96049.  Representative:  Jim 
Pitzer,  15  S.  Grady  Way,  Suite  321, 
Renton,  WA  98055,  (206)  235-1111, 
Transporting  (1)  agricultural  products, 
between  points  in  CA,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  OR  and  WA; 
(2)  salt,  mineral  products  and  salt 
products,  between  points  in  UT,  and  IL, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  CA.  OR,  WA,  and  NV;  (3)  talc, 
tailings,  rock  granules,  asphalt 
emulsions  and  coatings,  binders,  and 
glues,  between  points  in  CA,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  OR; 
and  (4)  malt  beverages,  between  points 
in  AZ.  CA,  CO,  ID,  NV.  OR.  UT.  NM, 
and  WA. 

MC  146985  (Sub-12),  filed  June  16, 

1981.  Applicant:  MIDWEST  EASTERN 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  731  South  Main  St., 
P.O.  Box  1614,  Elkhart,  IN  46515. 
Representative:  Phillip  A.  Renz,  Suite 
2G0,  Metro  Bldg.,  Fort  Wayne,  IN  46802 
(219)  423-3595.  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Atlantic  Container  Lines,  of  New  Yoric, 
NY. 

MC  147294  (Sub-3),  filed  June  17, 1981. 
Applicant:  STAM-WIN,  INC.,  3700  Park 
East  Dr.,  Cleveland.  OH  44122. 
Representative:  J.  A.  Kundtz,  1100 
National  City  Bank  Bldg.,  Cleveland,  OH 
44114  (216)  566-5639.  Transporting 
rubber  and  plastic  products,  metal 
products,  machinery,  transportation 
equipment  and  building  materials, 
between  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  147644  (Sub-9),  filed  June  12, 1981. 
Applicant:  J.M.C.  TRANSPORT,  INC., 
1719  Potters  Lane,  Jeffersonville,  IN 
47130.  Representative:  Gerald  K. 


Gimmel,  Suite  145,  4  Professional  Dr., 
Gaithersburg,  MD  20760  (301)  288-8361. 
Transporting  (1 J  chemicals  and  related 
products,  between  Louisville,  KY,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Alameda  County,  CA,  and  Fort  Bent, 
Brazoria,  Galveston,  Austin,  Harris, 
Montgomery,  Liberty  and  Chambers 
Counties,  TX;  and  (2)  metal  products, 
between  Louisville,  KY,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  CA, 

CO,  OK.  TX,  and  UT. 

MC  149185,  filed  June  16, 1981. 
Applicant:  TRANSPORT  E.  J. 

BOURQUE,  UMITEE,  P.O.  Box  488. 1230 
Industrial  BlvcL,  Mont  Joli,  Quebec, 
Canada  G5H  3L3.  Representative: 
William  H.  Shawn,  1730  M  St.,  N.W., 
Suite  501,  Washington,  DC  20036  (202) 
296-2900.  Transporting /oo</  and  related 
produqts,  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Cavenish  Farms  Ltd.,  of  Summerside, 
Prince  Edward  Island,  Canada. 

MC  149094  (Sub-3),  filed  June  16. 1981. 
Applicant:  JAMES  PRINCL  d.b.a.  JAMES 
PRINCL  TRUCKING,  1641  Carole  Lane. 
Green  Bay,  WI  54303.  Representative: 
Richard  A.  Westley,  4507  Regent  St., 
Suite  100,  Madison,  WI  53705,  (608)  238- 
3119.  Transporting  petroleum,  natural 
gas  and  their  products,  between  points 
in  Dubuque  County,  LA,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  WI. 

MC  149235  (Sub-5),  filed  June  16, 1981. 
Applicant:  C.  MAXWELL  TRUCKING 
CO.,  INC.,  9108  Reeds  Dr.,  Overland 
Park,  KS  66207.  Representative:  Alex  M. 
Lewandowski,  1221  Baltimore  Ave., 

Suite  600,  Kansas  City,  MO  64105  (816) 
221-1464.  Transporting  aluminum 
granules,  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contracts)  with 
Almninum  Metallurgical  Granules,  of 
Shawnee  Mission,  KS. 

MC  151405  (Sub-1),  filed  June  2, 1981. 
Applicant:  CRUM  AG  HAULERS,  INC., . 
2130  SE  5th  St.  Ocala.  FL  32670. 
Representative:  Felix  A.  Johnston,  Jr., 
1030  E.  Lafayette  St.,  Suite  112, 
Tallahassee,  FL  32301,  (904)  877-7191, 
Transporting  citrus  pulp  and  citrus 
pellets,  between  points  in  FL,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  FL. 

MC  151585  (Sub-2),  filed  June  17, 1981. 
Applicant:  BEST  TRUCKING  CO.,  Inc., 
2913  Halstead  Rd.,  Richmond,  VA  23235. 
Representative:  Carroll  B.  Jackson  1810 
Vincennes  Rd.,  Richmond,  VA  23229, 
(804)  282-3809.  Transporting  general 
commodities  except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contracts  with  Joslyn 
Manufacturing  Co.,  of  Franklin  Park,  IL, 
and  Hendricks  Tile  Manufacturing  Co., 
Inc.,  of  Richmond,  VA. 


MC  152135,  filed  June  3, 1981, 
previously  notice  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  June  19, 1981.  Applicant:  THE 
TRIDENT  CORPORATION  d.b.a. 
TRIDENT  TOURS,  3531  Halfmoon 
Circle,  Falls  Church,  VA  22044. 
Representative:  Robert ).  Brooks.  1818  L 
St.,  N.W.,  Suite  1115,  Washington,  DC 
20036,  (202)  466-38902.  Transporting 
passengers  and  their  baggage,  in  special 
and  charter  operations,  limited  to 
transportation  of  not  more  than  14 
passengers  (excluding  the  driver),  in  one 
vehicle  at  one  time,  between  points  in 
VA,  MD,  WV,  PA,  DE,  and  DC 

Note. — ^This  republication  corrects  the 
^''•nmodity  description  to  include  Hmited  to 
uansportation  of  not  more  than  14  passengers 
(excluding  the  driver),  in  one  vehicle  at  one 
time. 

MC  153874,  filed  June  17, 1981. 
Applicant:  A  H  R  TRUCKING  & 
STORAGE,  INC,  2200  8th  Ave.,  Ft 
Worth,  TX  76109.  Representative: 
William  Sheridan,  P.O.  Drawer  5040. 
Irving,  TX  75062,  (214)  255-6279. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  (1) 
Springmeier  Shipping  Company,  of  St 
Louis,  MO;  (2)  National  I^ggy  Bade 
Services,  Inc.,  of  Dallas,  TX,  and  (3) 
Montgomery  Ward  &  Company.  Inc.  of 
Chicago,  EL 

MC  153904,  filed  June  16, 1981. 
Applicant:  WESTSIDE  CHARTER 
SERVICE,  BMC.,  120  W.  McWilliams,  Las 
Vegas,  NV  89106.  Representative:  Art 
Chapman,  3505  W.  Washington  Ave., 

Las  Vegas,  NV  89107,  (702)  870-6783. 
Transporting  passengers  and  their 
baggage,  in  special  and  charter 
operations,  beginning  and  ending  at 
Clark  County,  NV,  and  extending  to 
points  in  CA,  AZ,  and  UT. 

MC  156424,  filed  June  16, 1981. 
Applicant  T.  M.  B.  TRUCKING 
COMPANY,  525  Park  Ridge  Drive,  Eau 
Claire,  WI  54701.  Representative: 

Wayne  W.  Wilson,  150  East  Gilman 
Street,  Madison,  WI  53703,  (608)  256- 
7444.  Transporting  (1)  food  and  related 
products  (a)  between  Chicago,  IL 
Detroit  MI,  St.  PauL  MN,  St  Louis,  MO, 
and  Memphis,  TN,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Eau  Claire 
County,  WI,  and  (b)  between  St  PauL 
MN  and  La  Crosse,  WI  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  St  Charles 
County,  MO;  (2)  metal  products, 
between  points  in  Eau  Claire  County, 
WI,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  MO. 

MC  156594,  filed  June  18, 1981. 
Applicant  HOMER  WAREHOU^ 

INC.,  30  Phelps  St.,  P.O.  Box  2019, 
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Binghamton,  NY  13902.  Repres'entative; 
Herbert  M.  Canter,  305  Montgomery  St.. 
Syracuse.  NY  13202,  (315)  472-8845. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  those  points  in  the  U.S.  in  and 
east  of  MI.  IL.  TN.  MS,  and  TX. 

MC 156505,  filed  June  17, 1981. 
Applicant:  GEO  MOTOR  EXPRESS.  P.O. 
Box  352,  Wiscasset,  ME  04578. 
Representative:  Edwin  E.  Thayer. 

Willow  Lane,  Wiscasset,  ME  04578,  (207) 
882-7565,  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  points  in  CT,  DE. 
ME.  MD.  MA.  NH,  NJ.  NY.  OR  PA.  RI, 
VA.  VT,  WV,  and  DC. 

MC  156614,  filed  June  17. 1981. 
Applicant:  INTERCAL  ENTERPRISES. 
INC.,  d.b.a.  HARDIN  TRUCKING. 

8866^2  Vincent  Ave.,  Rancho 
Cucamonga,  CA  91730.  Representative: 
Donald  R.  Hedrick,  P.O.  Box  88, 

Norwalk.  CA  90650,  (213)863-8883. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  Los  Angeles,  Orange, 
Riverside,  San  Bernardino  and  Ventura 
Counties,  CA. 

Volume  No.  OPY-5-92 
Decided:  June  25. 1961. 

By  the  Commission.  Review  Board  No.  3. 
Members  Krock,  Joyce,  and  Dowell. 

MC  44288  (Sub-4),  filed  June  5. 1981. 
Applicant:  LaGROU  MOTOR  SERVICE. 
INC.,  4400  S.  Kolmar  Ave.,  Chicago,  IL 
60632.  Representative:  William  H. 

Shawn,  1730  M  St..  NW,  Suite  501, 
Washington.  DC  20036,  202-296-2900. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosvies), 
between  points  in  IL,  IN,  lA.  MI.  OH. 
and  WI. 

MC  59488  (Sub-51),  filed  June  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  SOUTHWESTERN 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  a 
corporation,  1766  El  Camino  Real, 
Burlingame,  CA  94010.  Representative: 
Lloyd  M.  Roach,  7600  South  Central 
Expressway,  P.O.  Box  226187,  Dallas, 

TX  75266,  (214)  376-4423;  John 
McDonald  Smith,  Southern  Pacific  Bldg.. 
Room  813,  One  Market  Plaza,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94105,  (415)  362-1212  (Ext. 
21354).  Over  regular  routes,  transporting 
general  commodities,  (1)  between 
Shreveport,  LA,  and  Myrtle  Beach,  SC. 
from  Shreveport  over  Interstate  Hwy  20 
to  Florence,  SC,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  76 
to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  501,  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  501  to  Myrtle  Beach,  and  return 
over  the  same  routes.  (2)  between 
Memphis,  TN,  and  Greensboro,  NC,  over 
U.S.  Hwy  40,  (3)  between  Altanta,  GA 
and  Norfolk,  VA,  from  Atlanta  over 
Interstate  Hwy  85  and  Interstate  Hwy  95 
to  Richmond,  then  over  Interstate  Hwy 


64  to  Norfolk,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  (4)  between  Nashville,  TN,  and 
Savannah,  GA,  from  Nashville  over 
Interstate  Hwy  24  and  Interstate  Hwy  75 
to  junction  Interstate  Hwy  16,  then  over 
Interstate  Hwy  16  to  Savannah  and 
r  eturn  over  the  same  routes.  (5)  between 
Richmond,  VA,  and  Savannah,  GA,  over 
Interstate  Hwy  95,  (6)  between  Nashville 
TN,  and  Birmingham,  AL,  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  65.  (7 )  between  junction  Interstate 
Hwy  26  and  Interstate  Hwy  40  and 
Charleston,  SC,  from  junction  Interstate 
Hwy  26  and  Interstate  Highway  40  over 
Interstate  Hwy  26  to  Charleston,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  (8)  between 
Durham,  NC  and  Smithfield,  NC,  from 
Durham  over  Interstate  Hwy  40  to 
Raleigh,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  70  to 
Smithfield,  and  return  over  the  same 
routes,  (9)  between  Knoxville,  TN,  and 
Birmin^am,  AL,  over  U.S.  Hwy  11,  (10) 
between  Charlotte,  NC.  and  Wilmington. 
NC,  over  U.S.  Hwy  74,  (11)  between 
Memphis,  TN,  and  Lafayette,  LA  serving 
only  the  intermediate  point  of  Jackson, 
MS,  and  seniing  Lafayette  for 
interchange  only,  from  Memphis  over 
Interstate  Hwy  55  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  12,  then  over  Interstate  Hwy  12 
to  Baton  Rouge,  then  over  Interstate 
Hwy  10  to  Lafayette,  and  return,  and 
(12)  serve  all  intermediate  points  on 
routes  (1)  through  (10)  above.  Condition: 
Any  certificate  issued  in  this  proceeding 
to  the  extent  it  authorizes  transportation 
of  classes  A  and  B  explosives  shall  be 
limited  in  point  of  time  to  a  period 
expiring  5  years  from  the  date  of 
issuance  of  the  certficate.  “In  MC-F 
14647,  authority  has  been  sought  for  the 
merger  of  Southwestern  Transportation 
Company  and  Southern  Pacific 
Transport  Company  of  Texas  and 
Louisiana  into  Pacific  Motor  Trucking 
Company.  In  the  event  that  the  merger  is 
consummated  prior  to  the  issuance  of  a 
certificate  in  this  proceeding,  Pacific 
Motor  Trucking  Company  shall  seek 
substitution  into  this  proceeding  in  lieu 
of  Southwestern  Transportation 
Company.” 

MC  105269  (Sub-104),  filed  June  16. 
1981.  Applicant:  GRAFF  TRUCKING 
COMPANY.  INC.,  2110  Lake  St..  P.O. 
Box  986,  Kalamazoo,  Ml  49005. 
Representative:  Edward  Malinzak,  900 
Old  Kent  Bldg.,  Grand  Rapids,  MI  49503, 
(616)  459-6121,  Transporting  genero/ 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives)  (1)  between  the  facilities 
used  by  Diamond  International 
Corporation  at  points  in  the  U.S.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and.  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  U.S.,  and  (2)  between  the  facilities 
used  by  Howard  Paper  Mills  Inc.,  at 
points  in  Montgomery  and  Champaign 


Counties.  OH.  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  118038  (Sub-17),  filed  June  11. 

1981.  Applicant:  EASLEY  HAULING 
SERVICE.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  10.  Yakima. 

WA  98907.  Representative:  Flower  & 
Andreotti,  P.S.,  303  East  D  St.,  Suite  2, 
Yakima.  WA  98901,  50C-248-9084. 
Transporting  pulp,  paper  and  related 
products,  between  Portland,  OR,  and 
Seattle,  WA. 

MC  118848  (Sub-27),  filed  June  11. 

1981.  Applicant:  DOMENICO  BUS 
SERVICE,  INC.,  71  New  Hook  Access 
Rd.,  Bayonne,  NJ  07002.  Representative: 
Larsh  B.  Mewhinney,  555  Madison  Ave., 
New  York,  NY  10022,  212-838-0600. 
Transporting  passengers  and  their 
baggage,  between  New  York,  NY,  and 
Atlantic  City,  NJ,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  GNAC.  Inc.,  of  Atlantic 
City.  NJ. 

MC  134798  (Sub-9),  filed  June  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  BLAIR  CARTAGE,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  252,  Newbury,  OH  44065. 
Representative:  Lewis  S.  Witherspoon, 

88  East  Broad  St.,  Columbus,  OH  43215, 
1-614-224-2477.  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives)  between  points  in  the  U.S.. 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  the 
Van  Dorn  Company,  of  Cleveland,  OH. 

MC  140389  (Sub-97),  filed  June  11. 

1981.  Applicant:  OSBORN 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
1830,  Gadsden,  AL  35902. 

Representative:  Clayton  R.  Byrd.  P.O. 
Box  304,  Conley,  GA  30027,  (404)  363- 
8584.  Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives)  (1) 
between  points  in  AL,  AR,  FL,  GA,  KY, 
LA.  MS,  NC,  OK,  SC,  TN  and  TX.  and  (2) 
between  points  in  the  territory  described 
in  (1)  above,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  IL,  IN,  lA,  KS,  MI, 
MN.  MO.  NE.  ND,  OH.  SD,  and  WI. 

MC  143069  (Sub-180),  filed  June  16. 
1981.  Applicant:  MERCER 
TRANSPORTATION  CO..  P.O.  Box 
35610,  Louisville,  KY  40232. 
Representative:  Kenneth  W.  Kilgore 
(same  address  as  applicant),  (502)  548- 
2301,  Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  Louisville,  KY,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
U.S. 

MC  149088  (Sub-6),  filed  June  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  TRANSPORTATION.  INC., 
P.O.  Box  362,  Ottawa,  KS  66067. 
Representative:  Clyde  N.  Christey,  Ks 
Credit  Union  Bldg.,  1010  Tyler,  Suite 
1101,  Topeka.  KS  66612,  (913)  233-9829. 
Transporting  ores  and  minerals, 
between  points  in  Weston  and  Crook 
Counties,  WY,  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on 
the  other,  points  in  KS  and  OK, 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  128  /  Monday,  July  6,  1981  /  Notices 


31831 


MC  151158  (Sub-4),  filed  June  16, 1981. 
Applicant:  BROWN  TRANSIT.  INC.,  325 
Ingram,  Conway,  AR  72032. 
Representative:  D.  R.  Beeler,  P.O.  Box 
482,  Franklin,  TN  37064,  (615)  790-2510. 
Transporting  transportation  equipment, 
between  points  in  East  Baton  Rouge 
Parish,  LA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Shelby  County,  TN. 

MC  152509  (Sub-3),  filed  June  12, 1981. 
Applicant:  CONTRACT 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEMS  CO.. 
1370  Ontario  St.,  P.O.  Box  5856, 
Cleveland,  OH  44101.  Representative:  J. 

L.  Nedrich  (same  address  as  applicant), 
(216)  566-2677.  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives)  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Distribution  Services  of  America,  of 
Boston,  MA. 

MC  154488,  filed  June  16, 1981. 
Applicant:  LASLEY  TRUCKING 
COMPANY,  INC.,  Highway  64  East,  P.O. 
Box  1368,  Conway,  AR  72032. 
Representative:  John  B.  Fowlkes,  Jr., 
(same  address  as  applicant),  (501)  327- 
4477.  Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives) 
between  points  in  the  U.S..  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  (a)  American 
Transportation  Corporation,  and  Virco 
Mfg.  Corporation,  both  of  Conway,  AR, 
and  (b)  Vincent  Brass  and  aluminum 
Company,  of  Little  Rock,  AR. 

MC  156479,  filed  June  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  AUSTIN  WHITE  LIME 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  9570, 
Austin,  TX  78766.  Representative:  Dan 
Felts,  1806  Rio  Grande,  P.O,  Box  2207, 
Austin,  TX  78768,  (512)  476-6391. 
Transporting  lime  and  limestone 
products,  between  points  in  Travis 
County,  TX,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  AR,  AZ,  CO,  lj\,  MS, 
NM.  OK,  and  TX. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19694  Filed  7-Z-Sl;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  7036-01-M 


Motor  Carriers;  Permanent  Authority 
Decisions;  Decision-Notice 

The  following  applications,  filed  on  or 
after  February  9, 1981,  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  251  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice,  see  49  CFR  1100.251. 
Special  Rule  251  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  December  31, 1980, 
at  45  FR  86771.  For  compliance 
procedures,  refer  to  the  Federal  Register 
issue  of  December  3, 1980,  at  45  FR 
80109. 

Persons  wishing  to  oppose  an 
application  must  follow  the  rules  under 
49  CFR  1100.252.  Applications  may  be 


protested  only  on  the  grounds  that 
applicant  is  not  fit  willing,  and  able  to 
provide  the  transportation  service  or  to 
comply  with  the  appropriate  statutes 
and  Commission  regulations.  A  copy  of 
any  application,  including  all  supporting 
evidence,  can  be  obtained  from 
applicant’s  representative  upon  request 
and  payment  to  applicant’s 
representative  of  $10.00. 

Amendments  to  the  request  for 
authority  are  not  allowed.  Some  of  the 
applicatons  may  have  been  modified 
prior  to  publication  to  conform  to  the 
Commission’s  policy  of  simplifying 
grants  of  operating  authority. 

Findings 

With  the  exception  of  those 
applications  involving  duly  noted 
problems  (e.g.,  unresolved  common 
control,  fitness,  water  carrier  dual 
operations,  or  jurisdictional  questions) 
we  fine,  preliminarily,  that  each 
applicant  has  demonstrated  its  proposed 
service  warrants  a  grant  of  the 
application  under  the  governing  section 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  Each 
applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and  able  to 
perform  the  service  proposed,  and  to 
conform  to  the  requirements  of  Title  40, 
Subtitle  rv.  United  States  Code,  and  the 
service  proposed,  and  to  conform  to  the 
requirements  of  Title  49,  Subtitle  IV, 
United  States  Code,  and  the 
Commission’s  regulation.  Fjccept  where 
noted,  this  decision  is  neither  a  major 
Federal  action  significantly  afiecting  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  nor  a 
major  regulatory  action  under  the 
Energy  Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of 
1975. 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
opposition  in  the  form  of  verified 
statements  filed  on  or  before  45  days 
from  date  of  publication  (or,  if  the 
application  later  become  unopposed), 
appropriate  authorizing  documents  will 
be  issued  to  applicants  with  regulated 
operations  (except  those  with  duly 
noted  problems)  and  will  remain  in  full 
effect  only  as  long  as  the  applicant 
maintains  appropriate  compliance.  The 
unopposed  applications  involving  new 
entrants  will  be  subject  to  the  issuance 
of  an  effective  notice  setting  forth  the 
compliance  requirements  which  must  be 
satisfied  before  the  authority  will  be 
issued.  Once  this  compliance  is  met  the 
authority  will  be  issued. 

Within  60  days  after  publication  an 
applicant  may  file  a  verified  statement 
in  rebuttal  to  any  statement  in 
opposition. 

To  the  extent  that  any  of  the  authority 
granted  may  duplicate  an  applicant’s 
other  authority,  the  duplication  shall  be 
construed  as  conferring  only  a  single 
operating  right. 


Please  direct  status  inquiries  to  the 
Ombudsman’s  Office,  (202)  275-7326. 

Note. — All  applications  are  for  authority  to 
operate  as  a  motor  common  carrier  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce  over  irregular 
routes,  unless  noted  otherwise.  Applications 
for  motor  contract  carrier  authority  are  those 
where  service  is  for  a  name  shipper  “under 
contract”. 

Volume  No.  OPl-189 
Decided:  (une  26. 1961. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  1, 
Members  Parker,  Chandler,  and  Fortier. 

MC  156591,  filed  June  16, 1981. 
Applicant:  IDEAL  MANAGEMENT  CO., 
d.b.a.  IMG,  2530  Westerly  Hills, 
Charlotte,  NC  28208.  Representative:  Joe 
B.  Strange  (same  address  as  applicant), 
(704)  393-5320.  As  a  broker  of  general 
commodities  (except  household  goods), 
between  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  156681,  filed  June  19, 1981. 
Applicant:  ELWOOD  D.  LOSEY.  402 
23rd  S.W.,  Mason  City,  lA  50401. 
Representative:  Elwood  D.  Losey  (same 
address  as  applicant)  (515)  423-3271. 
Transporting  food  and  other  edible 
products  and  byproducts  intended  for 
human  consumption  (except  alcoholic 
beverages  and  drugs),  agricultural 
limestone  and  fertilizers,  and  other  soil 
conditioners  by  the  owner  of  the  motmr 
vehicle  in  such  vehicle,  between  points 
in  the  U.S. 

MC  156730,  filed  June  22, 1981. 
Applicant:  JAMES  SEAMAN,  d.b.a. 
JAMES  SEAMAN  TRUCKING,  3318  So. 
109  St.,  Omaha.  NE  68114. 
Representative:  Arlyn  L  Westergren. 
Suite  201, 9202  W.  Dodge  Rd.,  Omaha. 
NE  68114,  (402)  397-7033.  Transporting 
food  and  other  edible  products  and 
byproducts  intended  for  human 
consumption  (except  alcoholic 
beverages  and  drugs),  agricultural 
limestone  and  fertilizers,  and  other  soil 
conditioners  by  the  owner  of  the  motor 
vehicle  in  such  vehicle,  between  paints 
in  the  U.S. 

Volume  No.  OPY-3-107 
Decided:  June  26, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  2. 
Members  Carleton,  Fisher,  and  Williams. 
(Member  Williams  not  participating.) 

MC  156525,  filed  June  9. 1981. 
Applicant:  D  &  M  TRANSPORTA'nON. 
INC.,  857  Matzinger  Rd..  Toledo,  OH 
43612.  Representative:  Robert  J. 
Gallagher,  1000  Connecticut  Ave.,  NW, 
Suite  1200,  Washington.  DC  20036,  (202) 
785-0024.  As  a  broker  of  general 
commodities  (except  household  goods), 
between  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  156684,  filed  June  16, 1981. 
Applicant:  T  J  TRANSPORT.  INC,  P.O. 
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Box  2959,  Eugene,  OR  97402. 
Representative:  F.  L  Sigloh,  P.O.  Box 
2959.  Eugene,  OR  97402.  Transporting, 
for  or  on  behalf  of  the  U.S.  Government, 
general  commodities  (except  used 
household  goods,  hazardous  or  secret 
materials  and  sensitive  weapons  and 
munitions],  between  points  in  the  U.S. 

Volume  No.  OPY-5-91 

Decided:  luiie  25, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  3. 
Members  (Crock.  Joyce,  and  Dowell. 

MG  9268  (Sub-20),  filed  June  12, 1981. 
Applicant:  PACE  MOTOR  LINES,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  87,  Bridgeport,  CT  06601. 
Representative:  Robert  B.  Pepper,  168 
Woodbridge  Ave.,  Highland  Park,  NJ 
08904,  (201)  572-5551.  Transporting 
shipments  weighing  100 pounds  or  less  if 
transported  in  a  motor  vehicle  in  which 
no  one  package  exceeds  100  pounds, 
between  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  154039  (Sub-l),  filed  April  20, 

1981.  Applicant:  R.  A.  BURNS,  d.b.a. 

RED  BIRD  HOT  SHOT  SERVICE,  P.O. 
Box  1339,  Route  9,  Gottfried  St.,  Victoria, 
TX  77901.  Representative;  Robert  J. 
Birnbaum,  3636  Executive  Center  Drive, 
Suite  151,  Austin,  TX  78731,  512-346- 
4800.  Transporting  shipments  weighing 
100  pounds  or  less  if  transported  in  a 
motor  vehicle  in  which  no  one  package 
exceeds  one  hundred  pounds,  between 
points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  156519,  filed  June  12, 1981. 
Applicant:  ED’S  SEATTLE  FREIGHT 
SERVICE,  INC.,  3844  51st  St.,  S.W., 
Seattle,  WA  98116.  Representative; 
George  R.  LaBissoniere,  15  S.  Grady 
Way.  Renton.  WA  98055,  206-228-3807. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Hanjin 
Container  Lines  Ltd.,  of  Seattle,  WA. 
Agatha  L  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19893  Filed  7-2-81: 8:45  am| 

BIU.INQ  CODE  7035-01-M 


Motor  Carriers;  Republications  of 
Grants  of  Operating  Rights  Authority 
Prior  to  Certification 

The  following  grants  of  operating 
rights  authorities  are  republished  by 
oi^er  of  the  Commission  to  indicate  a 
broadened  grant  of  authority  over  that 
previously  noticed  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

An  orignial  and  one  copy  of  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intevene  in  the  proceeding 
must  be  filed  with  the  Commission 
within  30  days  after  the  date  of  this 
Federal  Register  notice.  Such  pleading 
shall  comply  with  Special  Rule  247(e)  of 


the  Commission’s  General  Rales  of 
Practice  (49  CFR  1100.247)  addressing 
specifically  the  issue(s)  indicated  as  the 
purpose  for  republication,  and  including 
copies  of  intevenor’s  conflicting 
authorities  and  a  concise  statement  of 
intervenor’s  interest  in  the  proceeding 
setting  forth  in  detail  the  precise  manner 
in  which  it  has  been  prejudiced  by  lack 
of  notice  of  the  authority  granted.  A 
copy  of  the  pleading  shall  be  served 
concurrently  upon  the  carrier’s 
representative,  or  carrier  if  no 
representative  is  named. 

MC  47203  (Sub-3)  (Republication), 
filed  June  6, 1980,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  August  28, 1980,  and 
republished  this  issue:  Applicant: 
PETROLEUM  CARRIERS,  INC.,  86 
Westboro  Road,  North  Grafton,  MA 
01536.  Representative:  David  M. 
Marshall,  101  State  Street,  Suite  304, 
Springfield,  MA  01103.  A  decision  of  the 
Commission,  Review  Board  3,  decided 
April  17, 1981,  and  served  May  6. 1981, 
finds  that  the  present  and  futime  public 
convenience  and  necessity  require 
operations  by  applicant  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
transporting  alcohol,  and  petroleum  and 
petroleum  products,  in  bulk,  between 
points  in  Massachusetts,  Connecticut, 
Rhode  Island,  Vermont,  New 
Hampshire,  Maine,  New  York,  New 
Jersey,  and  Pennsylvania;  that  applicant 
is  fit,  willing,  and  able  properly  to 
perform  the  granted  service  and  to 
conform  to  ^e  requirements  of  Title  49, 
Subtitle  IV,  U.S.  Code,  and  the 
Commission’s  regulations.  The  purpose 
of  this  republication  is  to  broaden  the 
scope  of  authority. 

MC  52873  (Sub-31)  (Republication), 
filed  April  8, 1980,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  issue  of  June  12, 1980, 
and  republished  this  issue:  Applicant: 
FRED  OLSEN  MOTOR  SERVICE  CO.,  a 
Corporation,  6022  West  State  Street. 
Milwaukee,  WI 53213.  Representative: 
William  D.  Brejcha,  10  S.  LaSalle  Street, 
Suite  1600,  Chicago,  IL  60603.  A  decision 
of  the  Commission,  Division  1,  decided 
June  8, 1961,  and  served  June  9, 1981, 
finds  that  the  present  and  future  public 
convenience  and  necessity  require 
operations  by  applicant  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
transporting  cement,  between  points  in 
Milwaukee,  Ozaukee,  Racine, 
Washington,  and  Waukesha  Counties, 
WI,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Illinois  and  Indiana;  that 
applicant  is  fit  willing,  and  able 
properly  to  perform  the  granted  service 
and  to  conform  to  the  requirements  of 
Title  49,  Subtitle  IV,  U.S.  Code,  and  the 


Commission’s  regulations.  The  purpose 
of  this  republication  is  to  broaden  the 
scope  of  authority. 

MC  32882  (Sub-80)  (Republication), 
filed  August  28, 1977,  and  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  issue  of  October  6. 
1977,  and  republished,  this  issue. 
Applicant:  MITCHELL  BROS.  TRUCK 
LINES,  3841  N.  Columbia  Blvd., 

Portland,  OR  97217.  Representative: 

David  Lister  (same  address  as  above).' 

By  Initial  Decision,  of  the 
Administrative  Law  Judge,  decided 
March  31, 1978,  served  April  20, 1978  as  - 
modified  by  Review  Board  No.  3,  served 
June  9, 197^  the  decision  of  the 
Commission  finds  that  the  present  and 
future  public  convenience  and  necessity 
require  operation  by  applicant  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  route,  transporting  cellulose 
insulation,  and  materials  supplies  and 
equipment  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  cellulose  insulation,  (1) 
from  the  plant  sites  and  storage  facilities 
of  Mega  Corporation  at  Denver,  CO.,  to 
points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas, 

California,  Connecticut,  Delaware, 
Florida,  Georgia,  Idaho,  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Louisiana, 
Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts, 
Michigan,  Minnesota,  Mississippi, 
Missouri,  Montana,  Nevada,  New 
Hampshire,  New  Jersey.  New  York, 

North  Carolina,  North  Dakota,  Ohio, 
Oklahoma,  Oregon,  Pennsylvania, 

Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina, 

Tennessee,  Texas,  Utah,  Vermont, 
Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and 
Washington;  (2)  fi'om  the  plant  site  and 
storage  facilities  of  Cel-Cor  Industries, 
Inc.,  at  Salt  Lake  City,  UT,  to  points  in 
Alabama,  Arizona,  Arkansas, 

California,  Colorado,  Connecticut, 
Delaware,  Florida,  Georgia,  Idaho, 
Illinois,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky, 
Louisiana,  Maine,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
Mississippi,  Missouri,  Montana, 
Nebraska,  Nevada,  New  Hampshire, 

New  Jersey,  New  York,  New  Mexico, 
North  Carolina,  North  Dakota,  Ohio, 
Oklahoma,  Oregon,  Pennsylvania, 

Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina,  South 
Dakota,  Tennessee,  Texas,  Vennont, 
Virginia,  Washington,  West  Virginia  and 
Wyoming;  (3)  from  the  plant  site  and 
storage  facilities  of  Cel-Cor  Industries, 
Inc.,  at  Portland,  OR,  to  Georgia,  Idaho, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas, 

Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Maine,  Maryland. 
Massachusetts,  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
Mississippi,  Missouri,  Montana, 
Nebraska,  Nevada,  New  Hampshire, 
New  Jersey,  New  Mexico,  New  York, 
North  Carolina,  North  Dakota,  Ohio, 
Oklahoma.  Pennsylvania.  Rhode  Island. 
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South  Carolina,  South  Dakota, 

Tennessee,  Texas,  Utah,  Vermont, 
Virginia,  Washington,  West  Virginia  and 
Wyoming,  and  (4)  from  the  plant  sites 
and  storage  facilities  of  C.F.R.  Chemical 
Company  at  Hurst  and  Gonzales,  TX,  to 
points  in  Alabama,  Arizona,  California, 
Colorado,  Connecticut,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Idaho,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky, 
Massachusetts,  Maine,  Michigan, 
Mississippi,  Missouri,  Nebraska, 

Nevada,  New  Jersey,  New  Mexico,  New 
York,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Oregon, 
Pennsylvania,  Tennessee,  North  Dakota, 
North  Carolina,  Washington,  West 
Virginia,  Wisconsin  and  Wyoming;  the 
authorities  in  (1)  through  (4)  above  are 
restricted  against  the  transportation  of 
commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles; 
that  applicant  is  Ht,  willing,  and  able 
properly  to  perform  such  service  and  to 
conform  to  the  requirements  of  Title  49, 
Subtitle  IV,  U.S.  Code,  and  the 
Commission’s  regulations.  The  purpose 
of  this  republication  is  to  delete  from  the 
parts  (1)  through  (4)  the  following 
language:  “and  of  returned  shipments  of 
the  commodities  specified  above  in  the 
reverse  direction”. 

MC  108649  (Sub-5),  filed  February  24, 
1972,  published  previously  in  the  Federal 
Register,  and  republished  this  issue. 
Applicant:  STURM  FREIGHTWAYS, 
INC.,  8919  North  University,  Peoria,  IL 
61614.  Representative  Leonard  R. 

Kofkin,  39  South  La  Salle  St.,  Chicago,  IL 
60603.  An  order  of  the  Commission,  Oral 
Hearings,  decided  May  14, 1981,  and 
served  May  21, 1981,  finds  that  the 
present  and  future  public  convenience 
and  necessity  require  operations  by 
applicant  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  in  the 
transportation  of  general  commodities. 
except  those  of  unusual  value,  classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  between  junction  U.S. 
Highway  34  and  U.S.  Highway  65  near 
Lucas,  Iowa,  and  Des  Moines,  Iowa, 
serving  no  intermediate  points:  From 
junction  U.S.  Highway  34  and  U.S. 
Highway  65  over  U.S.  Highway  65  to 
Des  Moines,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  that  applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and 
able  properly  to  perform  such  service 
and  to  conform  to  the  requirements  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations.  The 
purpose  of  this  republication  is  that  the 
restriction  set  out  on  sheet  2  of  such 
certificate  [dated  February  20, 1973]  is 
hereby  deleted. 

MC  138322  (Sub-21)  (Republication), 
nied  February  5, 1980,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  issue  of  May  27, 1980, 
and  republished  this  issue.  Applicant: 


BHY  TRUCKING,  INC.,  9231  Whitmore 
Street,  El  Monte,  CA  91733. 
Representative:  Robert  Fuller,  13215 
East  Penn  Street,  Suite  310,  Whittier,  CA 
90602.  A  Decision  of  the  Commission, 
Division  1,  Acting  as  an  Appellate 
Division,  Commissioners  Clapp,  Alexis, 
and  Gilliam,  decided  February  12, 1981 
and  served  February  18, 1981  orders  that 
the  proceeding  be  reopened  for  further 
processing,  that  applicant  seeks 
authority  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  general  commodities 
(except  those  of  unusual  value, 
automobiles,  liquors,  cigarettes,  cotton, 
lumber,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  those 
requiring  refrigeration  or  tank  truck 
equipment,  and  commodities  dealt  in  by 
grocery  and  department  stores), 
between  Los  Angeles  and  El  Monte,  CA, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Arizona,  California  and  Texas. 
NOTE:  The  sole  purpose  of  this 
application  is  to  substitute  single-line  for 
joint-line  operations.  Inasmuch  as 
persons  not  a  party  to  this  proceeding 
may  have  relied  upon  the  notice  of  the 
application  as  published  and  may  have 
an  interest  in  the  proceeding  to  be 
reconsidered  on  the  basis  of  the  new 
Act,  the  notice  of  the  application  is 
being  republished  to  indicate  that  a 
decision  is  to  be  made  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  the  Motor  Carrier 
Act  of  1980.  Within  30  days  after  the 
date  of  publication,  applicant  shall  file 
additional  evidence  in  support  of  this 
application.  Within  45  days  of  the  date 
set  for  the  filing  by  applicant  of 
additional  evidence,  protestants  and 
any  other  interested  parties  shall  file 
evidence  or  arguments  in  opposition. 
Within  15  days  of  the  date  set  for  filing 
evidence  or  argiunents  in  opposition, 
applicant  may  file  rebuttal.  Each 
statement  filed  with  the  Commission 
shall  be  certified  to  show  that  a  copy 
has  been  served  on  all  parties  of  record. 

MC  144513  (Sub-16)  (Republication), 
filed  May  27, 1980,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  July  1, 1980,  and 
republished  this  issue.  Applicant: 
CONDOR  CONTRACT  CARRIERS. 
INC.,  656  Wooster  Street,  Lodi,  OH 
44254.  Representative:  Bradford  E. 
Kistler,  P.O.  Box  82028,  Lincoln,  NE 
68501.  A  Decision  of  the  Commission, 
Review  Board  1,  decided  February  27, 
1981,  and  served  March  13, 1981,  finds 
that  the  present  and  future  public 
convenience  and  necessity  require 
operations  by  applicant  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle. 


transporting  rubber,  rubber  articles, 
rubber  materials,  plastics,  plastic 
articles,  plastic  resins,  and  plastic 
materials  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
and  carbon  black.  (1)  between  points  in 
North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Oklahoma. 
Texas,  Louisiana.  Arkansas,  Missouri 
(except  Kansas  City  and  St.  Louis,  and 
points  in  their  commercial  zones), 
Minnesota  (except  Minneapolis  and 
points  in  its  commercial  zone),  and 
Illinois  (except  Chicago  and  points  in  its 
commercial  zone],  and  (2)  between 
those  points  in  the  United  States  in  and 
east  of  Mississippi,  Tennessee, 

Kentucky,  Indiana,  and  Michigan,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  United  States  in  and  east  of  North 
Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Nebraska. 

Kansas,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas;  that 
applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and  able 
properly  to  perform  the  granted  service 
and  to  conform  to  the  requirements  of 
Title  49,  Subtitle  FV,  U.S.  Code,  and  the 
Commission’s  regulations.  The  purpose 
of  this  republication  is  to  broaden  the 
scope  of  authority. 

MC  150903  (Sub-1)  (Republication), 
filed  June  12, 1980,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  September  17, 1980. 
and  republished  this  issue.  Applicant: 
H-N  TRUCKING  CO..  INC.  886 
Cranston  Street,  Cranston,  RI 02920. 
Representative:  Richard  M.  Pierce,  10 
Dorrance  Street,  Providence,  RI  02903.  A 
Decision  of  the  Commission,  Review 
Board  2,  decided  April  30, 1981,  and 
served  May  14, 1981,  finds  that  the 
present  and  future  public  convenience 
and  necessity  require  operations  by 
applicant  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes,  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
transporting  (1)  alcoholic  beverages  and 
wine.  (2)  beverages,  carbonated  and 
non-carbonated,  (3)  juices  and  syrups, 
and  (4)  dry  mixers  for  beverages, 
between  points  in  Connecticut, 

Delaware,  Kentucky,  Maine,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  North  Carolina, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  Vermont, 
Virginia,  and  West  Virginia;  that 
applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and  able 
properly  to  perform  the  granted  service 
and  to  conform  to  the  requirements  of 
Title  49,  Subtitle  IV,  U.S.  Code,  and  the 
Commission’s  regulations.  The  purpose 
of  this  republication  is  to  broaden  the 
scope  of  authority. 

Petitions  for  Modification,  Interpretation 
or  Reinstatement  of  Motor  Carrier 
Operating  Rights  Authority 

The  following  petitions  seek 
modification  or  interpretation  of  existing 
motor  carrier  operating  rights  authority. 
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or  reinstatement  of  terminated  motor 
carrier  operating  rights  authority. 

All  pleadings  and  documents  must 
clearly  specify  the  suffix  numbers  (e.g.. 
Ml  F,  M2  F)  where  the  docket  is  so 
identiHed  in  this  notice. 

The  following  petitions,  Hied  on  or 
after  March  1, 1979,  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  247  of  the  Commission's 
General  Rules  of  Practice  (49  CFR 
1100.247).  These  rules  provide,  among 
other  things,  that  a  petition  to  intervene 
either  with  or  without  leave  must  be 
filed  with  the  Commission  within  30 
days  after  the  date  of  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register  with  a  copy  being 
furnished  the  applicant.  Protests  to  these 
applications  will  be  rejected. 

A  petition  for  intervention  without 
leave  must  comply  with  Rule  247(k] 
which  requires  petitioner  to  demonstrate 
that  if  (1)  holds  operating  authority 
permitting  performance  of  any  of  the 
service  which  the  applicant  seeks 
authority  to  perform,  (2)  has  the 
necessary  equipment  and  facilities  for 
performing  that  service,  and  (3)  has 
performed  service  within  the  scope  of 
the  application  either  (a)  for  those 
supporting  the  application,  or,  (b)  where 
the  service  is  not  limited  to  the  facilities 
of  particular  shippers,  from  and  to,  or 
between,  any  of  die  involved  points. 

Persons  unable  to  intervene  under 
Rule  247(k)  may  file  a  petition  for  leave 
to  intervene  under  Rule  247(1).  In 
deciding  whether  to  grant  leave  to 
intervene,  the  Commission  considers, 
among  other  things,  whether  petitioner 
has  (a)  solicited  the  traffic  or  business  of 
those  persons  supporting  the 
application,  or,  (b)  where  the  identity  of 
those  supporting  ^e  application  is  not 
included  in  the  published  application 
notice,  has  solicited  traffic  or  business 
identical  to  any  part  of  that  sought  by 
applicant  within  the  affected 
marketplace.  Another  factor  considered 
is  the  effects  of  any  decision  on 
petitioner's  interests. 

Samples  of  petitions  and  the  text  and 
explanation  of  the  intervention  rules  can 
be  found  at  43  FR  50908,  as  modified  at 
43  FR  60277. 

Petitions  not  in  reasonable 
compliance  with  these  rules  may  be 
rejected.  Note  that  Rule  247(e),  where 
not  inconsistent  with  the  intervention 
rules,  still  applies.  Especially  refer  to 
Rule  247(e)  for  requirements  as  to 
supplying  a  copy  of  conflicting  authority, 
serving  the  petition  on  applicant's 
representative,  and  oral  hearing 
requests. 

MC  138882  (Sub-4)  Ml  (notice  of  filing 
of  petition  to  modify  certificate),  filed 
December  6. 1979.  Petitioner:  WILEY 
SANDERS  TRUCK  LINES.  INC.,  P.O. 


Box  Drawer  707,  Troy,  AL  36081. 
Representative:  William  P.  Jackson,  Jr., 
3426  N.  Wash.  Blvd.,  P.O.  Box  1240, 
Arlington,  VA  22210.  Petitioner  holds 
motor  common  carrier.  Certificate  in  No. 
MC  138882  Sub  4,  issued  November  10, 
1975,  authorizing  transportation,  over 
irregular  routes  of,  non-ferrous  metal 
scrap,  between  the  plant  site  of 
Southeast  Red  Metals  Company,  Inc., 
located  at  or  near  Troy,  AL,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that 
part  of  the  United  States  east  of 
Montana,  Wyoming,  Colorado,  and  New 
Mexico;  scrap  batteries,  from  points  in 
that  part  of  the  United  States  east  of 
Montana,  Wyoming,  Colorado,  and  New 
Mexico  (except  Florida,  Georgia,  South 
Carolina),  and  North  Carolina,  to  the 
plant  site  of  Sanders  Lead  Company, 

Inc.,  at  or  near  Troy,  AL;  pallets,  from 
the  plant  site  of  Troy  Box  and  Pallet, 

Inc.,  at  or  near  Troy,  AL,  to  points  in 
Mississippi,  and  Louisiana;  material  and 
supplies  used  and  consumed  in  the 
processing  of  lead  scrap,  from  points  in 
that  part  of  the  United  States  east  of 
Montana,  Wyoming,  Colorado,  and  New 
Mexico,  to  the  plant  site  of  Sanders 
Lead  Company,  Inc.,  at  or  neeur  Troy,  AL 
and  processed  lead  scrap,  lead,  and 
lead  alloys  in  pigs,  hogs,  and  ingots, 
from  the  plant  site  of  Sanders  Lead 
Company,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Troy,  AL,  to 
points  in  that  part  of  the  United  States 
east  of  Montana,  Wyoming,  Colorado, 
and  New  Mexico.  By  the  instant 
petition,  petitioner  seeks  to  modify  the 
authority  as  follows:  Delete  (1)  scrap 
batteries,  (2)  material  and  supplies,  etc., 
and  (3)  processed  lead  scrap,  lead,  and 
lead  alloys,  etc.,  and  their  territorial 
description,  and  substitute  in  lieu 
thereof,  “such  commodities  as  are  dealt 
in  or  used  by  lead  processors,  between 
the  facilities  of  Sanders  Lead  Company, 
Inc.,  at  or  near  Troy,  AL,  on  the  one 
hand,  emd,  on  the  other,  those  points  in 
the  United  States  east  of  Montana, 
Wyoming,  Colorado,  and  New  Mexico." 

MC  136882  (Sub-9)  Ml  (notice  of  filing 
of  petition  to  modify  certificate),  filed 
December  6, 1979.  Petitioner:  WILEY 
SANDERS  TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O. 

Box  Drawer  707,  Troy,  AL  36081. 
Representative:  William  P.  Jackson,  Jr., 
3426  N.  Wash.  Blvd.,  P.O.  Box  1240, 
Arlington,  VA  22210.  Petitioner  holds 
motor  common  carrier.  Certificate  in  No. 
MC  138882  Sub  9,  issued  September  10, 
1976,  authorizing  transportation,  over 
irregular  routes  of  materials  and 
supplies  used  and  consumed  in  the 
processing  at  lead  scrap,  fitim  those 
points  in  that  part  of  the  United  States 
in  and  west  of  Montana,  Wyoming, 
Colorado,  and  New  Mexico,  to  the  plant 
site  of  Sanders  Lead  Company,  Inc., 


located  at  or  near  Troy,  AL;  and 
processed  lead  scrap,  lead  and  lead 
alloys,  fit>m  the  plant  site  of  Sanders 
Lead  Company,  Inc.,  located  at  or  near 
Troy,  AL,  to  those  points  in  that  part  of 
the  United  States  in  and  west  of 
Montana,  Wyoming,  Colorado  and  New 
Mexico.  By  the  instant  petition, 
petitioner  seeks  to  delete  all  of  the 
above  authority  and  substitute,  in  lieu 
thereof,  the  following:  “such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by 
lead  processors,  between  the  facilities  of 
Sanders  Lead  Company,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Troy,  AL,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  those  points  in  the  United  States 
in  and  west  of  Montana,  Wyoming, 
Colorado,  and  New  Mexico." 

Motor  Carrier  Alternate  Route 
Deviations 

The  following  letter-notices  to  operate 
over  deviation  routes  for  operating 
convenience  only  have  been  filed  with 
the  Commission  under  the  Deviation 
Rules — Motor  Carrier  of  Passengers  (49 
CFR  1042.2(c)(9)). 

Protests  against  the  use  of  any 
proposed  deviation  route  herein 
described  may  be  filed  with  the 
Commission  in  the  manner  and  form 
provided  in  such  rules  at  any  time,  but 
will  not  operate  to  stay  commencement 
of  the  proposed  operations  unless  filed 
within  30  days  fix>m  the  date  of  this 
Federal  Register  notice. 

Each  applicant  states  that  there  will 
be  no  significant  effect  on  either  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  or 
energy  policy  and  conservation. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Passengers 

MC  1515  (Deviation  No.  760), 
Greyhound  Lines,  Inc.,  Greyhound 
Tower,  Phoenix,  AZ  85077,  filed  April 
29, 1981.  Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,,  of 
passengers  and  their  baggage  and 
express  and  newspapers,  in  the  same 
vehicles  with  passengers,  over  a 
deviation  route  as  follows:  From 
Youngstown,  OH  over  OH  Hwy  193  to 
junction  Interstate  Hwy  60.  then  over 
Interstate  Hwy  80  to  junction  Interstate 
Hwy  81,  then  over  Interstate  Hwy  81  to 
junction  PA  Hwy  115,  then  over  PA  Hwy 
115  to  Wilkes-Barre,  PA,  and  return  over 
th  same  route  for  operating  convenience 
only.  The  notice  indicates  that  the 
carrier  is  presently  authorized  to 
transport  passengers  and  the  same 
property  over  a  pertinent  service  route 
as  follows:  From  Youngstown,  OH  over 
OH  Hwy  7  to  junction  OH  Turnpike, 
then  over  OH  Turnpike  to  junction  PA 
Turnpike,  then  over  PA  Turnpike  to 
junction  US  Hwy  11,  then  over  US  Hwy 
11  to  Harrisburg,  PA,  then  over  US  Hwy 
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22  to  Clarks  Ferry,  PA,  then  over  PA 
Hwy  147  to  Northumberland,  PA,  then 
over  US  Hwy  11  to  Kingston,  PA,  then 
over  PA  Hwy  309  to  Wilkes-Barre,  PA 
and  return  over  the  same  route. 

Motor  Carrier  Instrastate  Application(s) 

The  following  applkationfs)  for  motor 
common  carrier  authority  to  operate  in 
intrastate  commerce  seek  concurrent 
motor  carrier  authorization  in  interstate 
or  foreign  commerce  within  the  limits  of 
the  intrastate  authority  sought,  pursuant 
to  Section  10931  (formerly  Section 
206(a}(6])  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act.  These  applications  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  245  of  the  Connnission's 
General  Rules  of  Practice  (40  CFR 
1100.245),  which  i»ovides,  among  other 
things,  that  protests  and  requests  for 
information  concerning  the  time  and 
place  of  State  Commission  hearings  or 
other  proceedings,  any  subsequent 
changes  therein,  and  any  other  related 
matters  shall  be  directed  to  the  State 
Commission  with  which  the  application 
is  filed  and  shall  not  be  addressed  to  or 
filed  with  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

New  Yorit  Docket  No.  T-190,  filed 
February  5, 1981.  .^pUcant:  MICHAEL 
R.  BELL,  d.b.a.  NICHOLS  MOTOR 
EXPRESS,  Mason  Road,  Cape  Virrcent, 
NY  13618.  Certificate  of  Public 
Convenience  and  Necessity  sought  to 
operate  a  freight  servce,  as  follows: 
Transportation  of:  General 
commodities — ^Between  all  points  in 
Jefferson  Coimty.  Intrastate,  interstate 
and  foreign  commerce  authority  sought. 
Hearing:  date,  time  and  place  not  yet 
fixed.  Request  for  procedural 
information  should  be  addressed  to 
Department  of  Transportation,  1220 
Washington  Avenue,  State  Campus, 
Albany,  NY  12232,  and  should  not  be 
directed  to  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

New  Yorlc  Docket  No.  T-1391,  filed 
June  8, 1981.  Applicant:  V.D.M.  VAN  & 
STORAGE  INC.,  198  Cottage  Street, 
Poughkeepsie,  NY  12601.  Certificate  of 
Public  Convenence  and  Necessity 
sought  to  operate  a  freight  service,  as 
follows:  Transportation  of:  General 
Commodities — Between  the  Counties  of 
Dutchess,  Ulster,  Orange,  Putnam, 
Columbia  and  all  points  in  the  State. 
Intrastate,  interstate  and  foreign 
commerce  authority  sought  Hearing; 
date,  time  and  place  not  yet  fixed. 
Request  for  procedmal  information 
should  be  addressed  to  Department  of 
Transportation,  1220  Washington 
Avenue,  State  CampuSy  Albany,  NY 
12232,  and  should  not  be  directed  to  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 


New  York  Docket  No,  T-3975,  filed 
February  25, 1981.  Ap{dicanfc  GRANTS 
MOTOR  EXPRESS  CO.,  INC.,  151  Old 
Ithaca  Road,  Horseheads,  NY  14845. 
Certificate  of  Public  Convenience  and 
Necessity  sought  to  operate  a  freight 
service,  as  follow:  Transportation  of: 
General  Commodities — Between  all 
points  in  the  Counties  of  Steuben  and 
Chemung.  Intrastate,  interstate  and 
foreign  commerce  authmity  sought 
Hearing:  date,  time  and  jAace  not  yet 
fixed.  Request  for  procedural 
information  should  be  addressed  to 
Department  of  Transportation,  1220 
Washington  Avenue,  State  Campus, 
Albany,  NY  12232,  and  should  not  be 
directed  to  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

New  York  Docket  No.  T-4179,  filed 
February  3, 1981.  Applicant:  FINGER 
LAKES  TRUCKING.  INC.,  151  Old 
Ithaca  Road,  Horseheads,  NY  14845. 
Certificate  of  Public  Convenience  and 
Necessity  sought  to  operate  a  freight 
service,  as  follow:  Transportation  of: 
General  Commodities — Between  all 
points  in  the  Counties  of  Chemung, 
Schuyler,  Seneca  and  Yates,  and  the 
Towns  of  Bradford  and  Wa5me  in 
Steuben  County.  Intrastate,  interstate 
and  foreign  commerce  authority  sought 
Hearing:  date,  time  and  place  not  yet 
fixed.  Request  for  procedural 
information  should  be  addressed  to 
Department  of  Transportation,  1220 
Washington  Avenue,  State  Campus, 
Albany,  NY  12232,  and  should  not  be 
directed  to  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

South  Carolina  Docket  No.  80~338-T, 
filed  November  18, 1980.  Applicant 
BEST  TRANSFER  AND  STORAGE, 

INC.,  711  Scott  Street,  Charleston,  SC 
29405,  Certificate  of  Public  Convenience 
and  Necessity  sought  to  operate  a 
freight  service,  as  follow:  Transportation 
of:  Baggage  and  Household  Goods: 
Between  points  and  places  within  a  50- 
miles  radius  of  Charleston.  South 
Carolina.  Intrastate,  interstate  and 
foreign  commerce  authority  sought. 
Hearing;  date,  time  and  place  not  yet 
fixed.  Request  for  procedural 
infonnation  should  be  addressed  to 
State  of  South  Carolina,  The  Public 
Service  Commission.  P.O.  Drawer  11640. 
Columbia,  SC  29211,  and  should  not  be 
directed  to  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

Texas  Elocket  No.  0O2fleOA7A.  filed 
May  13, 1961.  Applicant:  RED  ARROW 
FREIGHT  LINES,  INC,  3901  Sequin 
Road,  San  Antonio,  TX  78297. 
Representative:  James  M.  EXoherty,  P.O. 
Box  1945,  Austin,  TX  78707.  Certificate 
of  Public  Convenience  and  Necessity 


sought  to  operate  a  freight  service,  as 
follows:  Transportation  of: 

General  Commoefities 

(1)  Between  the  site  of  Houston 
Lighting  &  Power  Limestone  Electric 
Generating  Station  located  at  or  near 
the  junction  of  Texas  Farm  or  Ranch 
Road  80  and  Texas  Farm  or  Ranch  Road 
39  (near  Jewett,  TX)  and  Mexia,  TX.  as 
follows: 

From  the  site  of  the  Houston  Ligining  A 
Power  Limestone  Electric  Generating  Station 
located  at  or  near  the  junction  of  Texas  Farm 
or  Ranch  Road  80  and  Texas  Farm  or  Ranch 
Road  39  (near  Jewett  TX]  over  Texas  Farm 
or  Ranch  Road  39  to  Mexia,  TX,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  the  termini  but 
serving  no  intermediate  points. 

(2)  Between  the  site  of  the  Houston 
Lifting  &  Power  Limestone  Electric 
Generating  Station  located  at  or  near 
the  junction  of  Texas  Farm  or  Ranch 
Road  80  and  Texas  Farm  or  Ranch  Road 
39  (near  Jewett.  TX)  and  Centerville.  TX, 
as  follows; 

From  the  site  of  the  Houston  Lighting  k 
Power  Limestone  Electric  Generating  Station 
located  at  or  near  the  junctioa  of  Texas  Farm 
or  Ranch  Road  80  and  Texas  Farm  or  Randi 
Road  39  (near  Jewett  TX)  over  Texas  Farm 
or  Ranch  Road  39  to  its  junction  with  Texas 
Hwy.  7  at  or  near  Robbins.  TX.  and  then  over 
Texas  Hwy.  7  to  Centerville,  TX.  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  the  termini  but 
serving  no  intermediate  points. 

(3)  Between  the  site  of  the  Houston 
Lifting  &  Power  Limestone  Electric 
Generating  Station  located  at  or  near 
the  junction  of  Texas  Farm  or  Ranch 
Road  80  and  Texas  Farm  or  Ranch  Road 
39  (near  Jewett,  TX)  and  Groesbeck.  TX, 
as  follows: 

From  the  site  of  the  Houston  Lighting  ft 
Power  Limestone  Electric  Generating  Stmioa 
located  at  or  near  the  junctioa  of  Texas  Farm 
or  Ranch  Road  80  and  Texas  Farm  or  Ranch 
Road  39  (near  Jewett  TX)  over  Texas  Farm 
or  Ranch  Road  39  to  its  junction  with  Texas 
Hwy.  164  at  or  near  Personville,  TX,  and  then 
over  Texas  Hwy.  164  to  Groesbeck,  TX.  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving  the 
termini  but  serving  no  intermediate  points. 

(4)  Between  the  site  of  the  Houston 
Lighting  &  Power  Limestone  Electric 
Generating  Station  located  at  or  near 
the  junction  of  Texas  Farm  or  Ranch 
Road  80  and  Texas  Farm  or  Ranch  Road 
39  (near  JewetL  TX)  and  Teague.  TX.  as 
follows: 

From  the  site  of  the  Houston  Lighting  ft 
Power  Limestone  Elactric  Generating  Station 
located  at  or  near  the  function  of  Texas  Pam 
or  Ranch  Road  80  and  Texas  Farm  or  Ranch 
Road  39  (near  Jewett.  TX)  over  Texas  Fam 
or  Ranch  Road  90  to  Teague,  TX.  and  return 
over  the  same  mute,  serving  the  teimui  bat 
serving  no  intennediate  points. 
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(5)  Between  the  site  of  the  Houston 
Lighting  &  Power  Limestone  Electric 
Generating  Station  located  at  or  near 
the  junction  of  Texas  Farm  or  Ranch 
Road  80  and  Texas  Farm  or  Ranch  Road 
39  (near  Jewett,  TX)  and  Dew,  TX,  as 
follows: 

From  the  site  of  the  Houston  Lighting  & 
Power  Limestone  Electric  Generating  Station 
located  at  or  near  the  junction  of  Texas  Farm 
or  Ranch  Road  80  and  Texas  Farm  or  Ranch 
Road  39  (near  Jewett,  TX)  over  Texas  Farm 
or  Ranch  Road  80  to  its  junction  with  Texas 
Hwy.  179  at  or  near  Teague,  TX,  and  then 
over  Texas  Hwy.  179  to  Dew,  TX,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  the  termini  but 
serving  no  intermediate  points. 

(6)  Between  the  site  of  the  Houston 
Lighting  &  Power  Limestone  Electric 
Generating  Station  located  at  or  near 
the  junction  of  Texas  Farm  or  Ranch 
Road  80  and  Texas  Farm  or  Ranch  Road 
39  (near  Jewett,  TX)  and  Buffalo,  TX,  as 
follows: 

Prom  the  site  of  the  Houston  Lighting  & 
Power  Limestone  Electric  Generating  Station 
located  at  or  near  the  junction  of  Texas  Farm 
or  Ranch  Road  80  and  Texas  Farm  or  Ranch 
Road  39  (near  Jewelt,  TX)  over  Texas  Farm 
or  Ranch  Road  80  to  its  junction  with  Texas 
Hwy.  164  at  or  near  Donnie,  TX,  and  then 
over  Texas  Hwy.  164  to  Buffalo,  TX,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving  the 
termini  but  serving  no  intermediate  points. 

Note. — ^This  is  an  application  filed  pursuant 
to  49  U.S.C.  10931  wherein  authority  for 
movements  in  interstate  and  foreign 
commerce  is  sought  corresponding  to  Texas 
intrastate  authority  sought  in  an  application 
filed  with  the  Railroad  Commission  of  Texas. 
The  application  will  be  assigned  fur  hearing 
before  the  Railroad  Commission  of  Texas 
approximately  30  days  after  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register.  Any  inquiries 
concerning  hearing  date,  place  and  time 
should  be  sent  to  Transportation  Division, 
Railroad  Commission  of  Texas,  P.O.  Drawer 
12967,  Austin,  TX  78711.  Applicant  proposes 
to  tack  and  coordinate  service  performed 
over  the  above  routes  with  all  other  services 
authorized  and  performed  over  routes 
presently  embraced  in  Docket  No.  MC-2226 
and  subs  thereunder. 

By  the  Commission. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-19692  Filed  7-2-Sl:  8>tS  am) 

BILLING  CODE  703S-01-M 


Motor  Carrier;  Permanent  Authority 
Decisions;  Decision-Notice 

The  following  applications,  filed  on  or 
after  February  9, 1981,  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  of  the  Commission's  Rules 
of  Practice,  see  49  CFR  1100.251.  Special 
Rule  251  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  December  31, 1980,  at  45  FR 
86771.  For  compliance  procedures,  refer 
to  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
December  3, 1980,  at  45  FR  80109. 


Persons  wishing  to  oppose  an 
application  must  follow  the  rules  under 
49  CFR  1100.252.  A  copy  of  any 
application,  including  all  supporting 
evidence,  can  be  obtained  from 
applicant’s  representative  upon  request 
and  payment  to  applicant's 
representative  of  $10.00. 

Amendments  to  the  request  for 
authority  are  not  allowed.  Some  of  the 
applications  may  have  been  modified 
prior  to  publication  to  conform  to  the 
Commission's  policy  of  simplifying 
grants  of  operating  authority. 

Findings 

With  the  exception  of  those 
applications  involving  duly  noted 
problems  (e.g.,  unresolved  common 
control,  fitness,  water  carrier  dual 
operations,  or  jurisdictional  questions] 
we  find,  preliminarily,  that  each 
applicant  has  demonstrated  its  proposed 
service  warrants  a  grant  of  the 
application  under  the  governing  section 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  Each 
applicant  is  Ht,  willing,  and  able  to 
perform  the  service  proposed,  and  to 
conform  to  the  requirements  of  Title  49, 
Subtitle  IV,  United  States  Code,  and  the 
Commission’s  regulations.  Except  where 
noted,  this  decision  is  neither  a  major 
Federal  action  significantly  affecting  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  nor  a 
major  regulatory  action  under  the 
Energy  Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of 
1975, 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
opposition  in  the  form  of  verified 
statements  filed  on  or  before  45  days 
from  date  of  publication,  (or,  if  the 
application  later  becomes  unopposed) 
appropriate  authorizing  documents  will 
be  issued  unopposed]  appropriate 
authorizing  documents  will  be  issued  to 
applicants  with  regulated  operations 
(except  those  with  duly  noted  problems] 
and  will  remain  in  full  effect  only  as 
long  as  the  applicant  maintains 
appropriate  compliance.  The  unopposed 
applications  involving  new  entrants  will 
be  subject  to  the  issuance  of  an  effective 
notice  setting  forth  the  compliance 
requirements  which  must  be  satisBed 
before  the  authority  will  be  issued.  Once 
this  compliance  is  met,  the  authority  be 
issued. 

W^ithin  60  days  after  publication  an 
applicant  may  file  a  verified  statement 
in  rebuttal  to  any  statement  in 
opposition. 

"To  the  extent  that  any  of  the  authority 
granted  may  duplicate  an  applicant’s 
other  authority,  the  duplication  shall  be 
construed  as  conferring  only  a  single 
operating  right. 

Please  direct  status  inquiries  to  the 
Ombudsman’s  Office,  (202]  275-7326. 


By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  2, 
Members  Carleton,  Fisher  and  Williams. 
Member  Williams  not  participating. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

Note. — ^All  applications  are  for  authority  to 
operate  as  a  motor  common  carrier  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce  over  irregular 
routes,  unless  noted  otherwise.  Applications 
for  motor  contract  carrier  authority  are'thosc 
where  service  is  for  a  named  shipper  “under 
contract". 

Volume  No.  OPY-3-106 

Decided:  June  29, 1981. 

MG  98334  (Sub-5],  filed  June  18, 1981. 
Applicant:  INDUSTRIAL  TRANSIT 
SERVICE,  INC.,  3203  Pluto,  Dallas,  TX 
75212.  Representative:  Bernard  H. 
English,  6270  Firth  Rd.,  Fort  Worth,  TX 
76116,  (817]  731-8431.  Transporting  (1] 
commodities  which  because  of  size  of 
weight  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment;  and  (2]  self  propelled 
articles,  each  weighing  15,000 pounds  or 
more,  between  (a]  points  in  AR,  CO,  KS, 
LA,  MS,  NE.  NM.  OK  and  TX;  and  (b] 
points  in  AR,  CO.  KS.  LA,  MS.  NE,  NM, 
OK  and  TX,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  AL,  AZ,  I^,  GA,  ID, 
IL.  IN,  lA.  KY.  MI.  MN.  MO.  MT,  NV. 

ND.  OH.  OR.  SD,  TN,  WA.  WI  and  WY. 

MC  111274  (Sub-75],  filed  June  22. 

1981.  Applicant:  SCHMIDGALL 
TRANSFER,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  351,  Morton. 
IL  61550.  Representative:  Frederick  C. 
Schmidgall,  (same  address  as  applicant], 
(309]  266-9773.  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives],  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s]  with 
sprenger  Midwest  Inc.,  of  Minneapolis, 
MN. 

MC  130614  (Sub-l],  filed  June  16, 1981. 
Applicant:  GOLD  LINE,  INC.,  5500 
Tuxedo  Rd.,  Tuxedo.  MD  20781. 
Representative:  L.C.  Major,  Jr.,  Suite  400, 
Overlook  Bldg.,  6121  Lincolnia  Rd., 
Alexandria,  VA  22312,  (703]  750-1112. 

As  a  broker  at  Washington,  DC,  Tuxedo, 
MD  and  Baltimore,  MD,  of  passengers 
and  their  baggage,  between  points  in  the 
U.S.  Condition:  Issuance  of  a  certificate 
is  subject  to  prior  or  coincidental 
cancellation,  at  applicants  written 
request,  of  License  No.  MC-130614. 

MC  135364  (Sub-49],  filed  June  19. 

1981.  Applicant:  MORWALL 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  Box  78C.  R.D.  3, 
Moscow,  PA  18444.  Representative:  J.  G. 
Dail,  Jr.,  P.O.  Box  LL,  McLean,  VA  22101, 
(703)  893-3060.  Transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by 
manufacturers  and  converters  of  paper 
and  paper  products,  and  printers, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s]  with  Specialty 
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Printers  of  America,  Inc.,  of  Scranton, 

PA. 

MC  138875  (Sub-309),  filed  June  16, 
1981.  Applicant:  SHOEMAKER 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  a  corporation 
11900  Franklin  Rd.,  Boise,  ID  83709. 
Representative:  Patricia  A.  Russell 
(same  address  as  applicant),  (208)  376- 
5757.  Transporting  general  ctmmodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  The 
Amalgamated  Sugar  Company,  and  its 
affiliates,  of  Ogden,  UT. 

MC  140484  (Sab-98),  filed  June  16, 

1981.  Applicant:  LESTER  COGGINS 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  69,  Fort 
Myers,  FL  33902.  Representative:  Frank 
T.  Day  (same  address  as  applicant), 

(813)  334-4517.  Transporting  (1)  metal 
products;  and  (2)  machinery,  between 
points  in  Cuyahoga  and  Lake  counties, 
OH,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  CT,  DE.  KY,  LA,  ME,  MD,  MA, 
NH,  NJ,  NY,  NC,  RI,  SC,  VT,  VA,  WV 
and  DC. 

MC  147155  (Sub-1),  filed  June  18, 1981. 
Applicant:  FRANK  B.  TAGGART,  d.b.a. 
TAGGART  SYSTEMS,  1221  Alger.  Cody, 
WY  83414.  Representative:  E.  Paul 
Wood,  426  South  Fifth  East,  Salt  Lake 
City,  UT  84102,  (801)  531-0435. 
Transporting  food  and  related  products, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  MJB 
Compemy,  of  Union  City,  CA. 

MC  150084  (Sub-Z),  filed  June  8, 1981. 
Applicant:  PRIDE  TRANSPORT,  1005 
Jewel  Ave.,  Scdt  Lake  City,  UT  84104. 
Representative:  D.  Jeffrey  England 
(same  address  as  a]}plicant),  (801)  972- 
8890.  Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Corporation 
of  the  Presiding  Bishop  of  the  Church  of 
Jesus  Christ  of  Latter-Day  Saints,  of  Salt 
Lake  City,  UT. 

MC  151364,  filed  June  16, 1981. 
Applicant:  SOUTHERN  EXPRESS,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  1088,  Cape  C^ardeau,  MO 
63701.  Representathre:  Frank  D.  Hall, 
Suite  713,  3384  Peachtree  Rd.,  N.E., 
Atlanta,  GA  30326,  (404)  237-6472. 
Transporting  transportation  equipment, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Disney  Tire 
Company,  of  Louisville,  KY. 

MC  152215,  filed  June  16, 1981. 
Applicant:  HILL’S  SCRAP  &  SALVAGE, 
INC.,  d.b.a.  BILL  HILL’S 
TRANSPORTATION,  Route  1,  Box  483, 
McMinnville,  TN  37110.  Representative; 
Roland  M.  Lowell,  618  United  American 
Bank  Bldg.,  Nashville,  TN  37219,  (615) 
244-8100.  Transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by 


manufacturers  of  ladle  gate  valves, 
firebrick  shapes  and  refractory 
products,  between  the  facilities  used  by 
Flo-Con  System,  Inc.,  at  points  in  the 
U.S.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S, 

MC  153164  (Sub-3),  filed  June  17, 1981. 
Applicant:  CONCARCO,  INC.,  698 
Fairmount  Ave.,  Baltimcue,  MD  21204. 
Representative:  Robert  C.  Scbuhman 
(same  address  as  applicant),  (301)  574- 
5903.  Transporting  copper  wire  and 
related  products,  between  points  in  the 
U.S.,  under  continuing  contractfs)  with 
United  Technologies  Corporation,  Essex 
Group,  of  Fort  Wayne,  IN. 

MC  153794,  filed  June  16, 1981. 
Applicant:  HENRY  J.  ROBELLO  d.b.a. 
ROBELLO  AND  SONS 
TRANSPORTATION,  P.O.  Box  123, 
Wallace,  CA  95254.  Representative: 
Arden  Riess,  P.O.  Box  7966,  Stockton, 

CA  95207,  (209)  967-6128.  Transporting 
food  and  related  products,  between 
points  in  Alameda  County,  CA,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Mason,  Thinrston,  Pierce  and  King 
Counties,  WA. 

MC  155884,  filed  June  19, 1981. 
Applicant:  BIG  WHEEL,  INC.,  700 
Markley  St.,  Norristown,  PA  19401. 
Representative:  Thomas  N.  Willess,  1000 
Sixteenth  St.,  NW„  Suite  502,  Solar 
Bldg.,  Washington,  DC  20036,  (202)  783- 
8131.  Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  (1)  Lee  Tire 
and  Rubber  Company,  of 
Conshohocken,  PA,  (2)  Hoffman  Tire 
Company,  Inc.,  of  Montgomeryville,  PA, 
(3)  International  Tire  Warehouse,  Inc.,  of 
Norristown,  PA,  arid  (4)  Laramie  Tire 
Distributors,  Inc.,  of  Norristown,  PA. 

MC  156614,  filed  June  12, 1981. 
Applicant:  JUAREZ  TRUCKING  CO., 
14633  ShermEUi  St,  Posen,  IL  60469. 
Representative:  Juanita  Juarez  Goodwin 
(same  address  as  applicant),  (312)  371- 
2863.  Transporting  metal  products, 
between  points  in  Lake,  Cook,  Will  and 
DuPage  Counties,  IL,  Lake.  Porter,  and 
LaPorte  Coimties.  IN,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  AL,  AR,  FL, 
GA,  lA,  IL,  IN,  KS,  KY,  LA.  MS.  MO.  OK. 
TN,  TX.  and  VA. 

Volume  No,  OPY-3-099 

Decided:  June  24, 1981. 

W-1335,  filed  May  27, 1981.  Applicant: 
TRUST  COMPANY  FOR  USL,  INC.,  1211 
W.  22nd  St.,  Oak  Brook,  IL  60521. 
Representative:  Stanley  Hoffman,  270 
Park  Ave.,  New  York,  NY  10017.  (212) 
551-5836.  Exemption  under  49  U.S.C. 
10544(e)  (formerly  Section  302  (e)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act)  in  the 


furnishing,  by  a  w'ater  contract  carrier, 
of  a  non-self-propelled  vessel  with  the 
use  of  a  separate  towing  vessel  to  Union 
Carbide  Corporation,  a  non-carrier,  for 
the  transportation  of  its  own  property  ia 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce.  Note: 
The  application  was  filed  by  Union 
Carbide  Corporation  on  be^lf  of 
applicant. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19616  Piied  7-2-81;  8:45  amf 
BILLING  CODE  7tl3S-01-M 


II.CX.  Order  No.  80  Under  S.O.  No.  13441 

St  Louis  Southwestern  Railway  Co.  el 
ai.;  Rerouting  or  Diversion  of  Traffic 

To:  St.  Louis  Southwestern  Railway 
Company;  Little  Rock  &  Western 
Railway  Corporaticm;  Cadillac  & 
Lake  City  Railway  Company; 
Oklahoma,  Kansas  and  Texas 
Railroad  Company,  and  Keota 
Washington  Transportation 
Company. 

In  the  opinion  of  Joel  E.  Bums.  Agent 
the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  and  Pacific 
Railroad  Company  is  unable  to  transport 
promptly  traf^  offered  for  movement 
via  its  lines,  because  of  an  embargo  of 
its  lines. 

Rerouting  authority  was  granted  in 
Reroute  Order  No.  63.  and  should  be 
extended  for  those  carriers  which  have 
indicated  that  tariff  modifications 
cannot  be  completed  by  the  expiration 
of  Reroute  Order  No.  63  (June  30. 1981). 
This  matter  is  considered  to  be  outside 
the  scope  of  a  single  railroad  as 
provided  by  Ex  Parte  No.  376,  and 
therefore  requires  this  action  by  the 
Commission. 

It  is  ordered, 

(a)  Rerouting  traffic.  The  Chicago. 
Rock  Island  and  Pacific  Railroad 
Company  (RI).  being  unable  to  transport 
promptly  traffic  offered  for  movement 
via  its  lines  because  of  an  embargo  of  its 
lines,  that  lines  interim  operators  named 
below  are  authorized  to  reroute  such 
traffic  via  any  available  route.  Traffic 
necessarily  diverted  by  authority  of  this 
order  shall  be  rerouted  so  as  to  preserve 
as  nearly  as  possible  the  participation 
and  revenues  of  other  carriers  provided 
in  the  original  routing.  The  billing 
covering  ail  such  cars  rerouted  shall 
carry  a  reference  to  the  order  as 
authority  for  the  rerouting. 

St.  Louis  Southwestern  Railway  Company 
Little  Rock  &  Western  Railway  Corporation 
Cadillac  &  Lake  City  Railway  Company 
Oklahoma.  Kansas  and  Texas  Railroad 

Company 

Keota  Washington  Transportation  Company 

(b)  Concurrence  of  receiving  roads  to 
be  obtained.  The  railroad  rerouting  cars 
in  accordance  with  this  order  shall 
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receive  the  concurrence  of  other 
railroads  to  which  such  traffic  is  to  be 
rerouted,  before  rerouting. 

(c)  Notification  to  shippers.  Each 
carrier  rerouting  cars  in  accordance  with 
this  order,  shall  notify  each  shipper  at 
the  time  each  shipment  is  rerouted  and 
shall  furnish  to  such  shipper  the  new 
routing  provided  for  under  this  order, 
except  when  the  disability  requiring  the 
rerouting  occurs  after  the  movement  has 
begun. 

(d)  Inasmuch  as  the  rerouting  of  traffic 
is  deemed  to  be  due  to  carrier  disability, 
the  rates  applicable  to  trafHc  rerouted 
by  said  Agent  shall  be  rates  which  were 
applicable  at  the  time  of  shipment  on 
the  shipments  as  originally  routed. 

(e)  In  executing  the  directions  of  the 
Commission  and  of  such  Agent  provided 
for  in  this  order,  the  common  carriers 
involved  shall  proceed  even  though  no 
contracts,  agreements  or  arrangements 
now  exist  between  them  with  reference 
to  the  divisions  of  the  rates  of 
transportation  applicable  to  said  trafHc. 
Divisions  shall  be,  during  the  time  this 
order  remains  in  force,  those  voluntarily 
agreed  upon  by  and  between  said 
carriers;  or  upon  failure  of  the  carriers  to 
so  agree,  said  divisions  shall  be  those 
hereafter  fixed  by  the  Commission  in 
accordance  with  pertinent  authority 
conferred  upon  it  by  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act. 

(f)  Effective  date.  This  order  shall 
become  effective  at  12:01  a.m.,  July  1, 
1981. 

(g)  Expiration  date.  This  order  shall 
expire  at  11:59  p.m.,  September  30, 1961, 
unless  otherwise  modified,  amended  or 
vacated. 

This  order  shall  be  served  upon  the 
Association  of  American  Railroads, 
Transportation  Division,  as  agent  of  all 
railroads  subscribing  to  the  car  service 
and  car  hire  agreement  under  the  terms 
of  that  agreement,  and  upon  the 
American  Short  Line  Railroad 
Association.  A  copy  of  this  order  shall 
be  filed  with  the  Director,  Office  of  the 
Federal  Registw. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C..  June  24. 1981. 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 

Joel  E.  Burns. 

Agent. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19615  Filed  7-2-81;  6;4S  am| 

BH.LING  CODE  703S-01-M 


(Ex  Parte  No.  3881 

State  Intrastate  Rail  Rate  Authority- 
Pub.  L  96-448 

agency:  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

action:  Extension  of  filing  date  to 
notice  of  decision. 


summary:  At  46  FR  23335,  April  24, 1^1. 
the  Commission  published  a  decision  to 
give  notice  that  it  had  decided  to  certify 
provisionally  40  states  to  exercise 
jurisdiction  over  intrastate  railroad  rates 
under  Section  214  of  the  Staggers  Rail 
Act  of  1980.  Certifications  were  to 
expire  on  June  29, 1981  unless  the  states 
filed  standards  and  procedures  which 
confirm  their  intent  to  exercise  their 
jurisdiction  in  conformance  with  Federal 
standards. 

A  petition  was  filed  by  the  National 
Association  of  Regulatory  Utility 
commissioners  (NARUC)  requesting  a 
90-day  extension  for  states  to  file 
standards  and  procedures  as  required 
by  the  Staggers  Rail  Act.  In  light  of  state 
commission  workloads  combined  with 
the  complexities  of  the  Staggers  Act, 
NARUC’s  petition  shall  be  granted.  A 
90-day  extension  should  provide  the 
states  sufficient  time  to  file  considered 
and  adequate  standards  and  procedures. 
DATES:  States  must  file  their  standards 
and  procedures  on  or  before  September 
28, 1981.  Railroads  and  other  interested 
persons  may  file  comments  on  or  before 
October  19. 1981. 

Decided;  June  29, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Reese  H.  Taylor,  ]r.. 
Chairman. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary, 

[FR  Doc.  81-19614  Filed  7-2-81:  6:45  utn| 

BILLING  CODE  7035-01-M 


INTERNATIONAL  DEVELOPMENT 
COOPERATION  AGENCY 

Agency  for  International  Development 

[Redelegation  of  Authority  No.  40.10 
(Revised)] 

Asia  Mission  Directors,  et  al.; 
Redelegation  of  Authority  Regarding 
Waivers  of  Source,  Origin,  and 
Nationality  for  Procurement 

Correction 

In  FR  DOC.  81-16936  appearing  on 
page  30593  in  the  issue  of  Tuesday,  June 
9, 1981,  the  date  above  the  signature. 
“July  23, 1981”  should  be  changed  to 
read,  “July  23, 1980”. 

BILUNG  CODE  1S05-01-M  . 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Drug  Enforcement  Administration 

Revocation  of  Registration;  Henry 
Weitz,  M.D. 

On  December  8, 1980,  the 
Administrator  of  the  Drug  Enforcement 


Administration  (DEA)  directed  an  Order 
to  Show  Cause  to  Henry  Weitz,  M.D.,  at 
his  registered  location  in  Spokane, 
Washington.  The  Order  to  Show  Cause 
was  personally  served  on  Dr.  Weitz  on 
May  15, 1981.  The  Order  to  Show  Cause 
sought  to  revoke  Dr.  Weitz’s  DEA 
Certificate  of  Registration  AW0986680 
by  October  10, 1980.  Dr.  Weitz  has  not 
surrendered  his  DEA  Certificate  of 
Registration  AW0986680.  The  statutory 
predicate  for  issuing  the  Order  under  21 
U.S.C.  824(a)(3)  is  the  Stipulation  and 
Inactive  Status  Agreement  entered  into 
by  Dr.  Weitz  and  the  Washington 
Medical  Disciplinary  Board  on  August 
21, 1980.  The  terms  of  the  Stipulation 
and  Agreement  were  that  Dr.  Weitz 
would  retire  from  the  practice  of 
medicine;  that  he  agree  to  the 
nonrenew'al  of  his  license  to  practice 
medicine  and  the  placement  of  the 
license  on  a  permanent  inactive  status, 
not  subject  to  renewal;  and  the 
surrender  of  DEA  Certificate  of 
Registration,  Thirty  days  have  elapsed 
since  the  issuance  of  the  Order  to  Show 
Cause  and  Dr.  Weitz  has  failed  to 
respond.  Pursuant  to  21  CFR  1031.54(d) 
and  1301.54(e),  the  Administrator  finds 
that  Dr.  Weitz  has  waived  his  right  to  a 
hearing,  and  enters  this  Final  Order  on 
the  record  as  it  appears. 

Having  examined  the  record,  the 
Administrator  finds  that  Dr.  Weitz 
entered  into  an  agreement  with  the 
Washington  Medical  Disciplinary  Board 
that  terminates  his  authority  to 
prescribe,  dispense,  administer  or 
otherwise  handle  controlled  substances 
in  the  State  of  Washington.  The  action 
of  the  Medical  Disciplinary  Board  is 
identical  to  a  suspension,  revocation  or 
denial  of  Dr.  Weitz’s  authority  to  handle 
controlled  substances.  This 
Administration  has  consistently  held 
that  termination  of  a  registrant’s  State 
authority  to  handle  controlled 
substances,  whatever  procedural  form 
that  termination  may  take,  requires  DEA 
to  revoke  the  registrant’s  DEA 
Certificate  of  Registration.  See  Kenneth 
E.  Wilson,  D.D.S.,  46  FR  25018  (1981); 
James  Waymon  Mitchell,  M.D.,  Docket 
No.  79-16, 44  FR  71466  (1979);  David 
Sachs,  M.D.,  Docket  No.  77-2,  42  FR 
29112  (1977). 

It  is  the  decision  of  the  Administrator 
to  revoke  Dr.  Weitz’s  DEA  registration. 
Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
vested  in  the  Attorney  General  by 
Section  824  of  Title  21,  United  States 
Code,  and  redelegated  to  the 
Administrator  of  the  Drug  Enforcement 
Administration,  the  Administrator 
revokes  DEA  Certificate  of  Registration 
AW0986680  issued  to  Henry  Weitz, 
M.D.,  for  reason  that  on  August  21, 1980. 
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Dr.  Weitz  and  the  Washington  Medical 
Disciplinary  Board  entered  into  a 
Stipulation  and  Inactive  Status 
Agreement  terminating  Dr.  Weitz’s 
authority  to  prescribe,  dispense, 
administer  or  otherwise  handle 
controlled  substances  in  the  State  of 
Washington.  This  revocation  is  effective 
July  6, 1981. 

Dated:  June  26, 1981. 

Marion  W.  Hambrick, 

Acting  Administrator. 

|PR  Doc.  81-19612  Piled  7-2-81:  8.45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4410-09-M 

[Docket  No.  80-37] 

Revocation  of  Registration  and  Deniai 
of  Appiication;  In  the  Matter  of  Herbert 
Webster  Voorhies,  M.D. 

On  October  20, 1980,  the 
Administrator  of  the  Drug  Enforcement 
Administration  (DEA)  issued  to  Herbert 
Webster  Voorhies,  M.D.  (Respondent) 
an  Order  to  Show  Cause  proposing 
under  the  Controlled  Substances  Act,  21 
U.S.C.  824(a)(2),  to  revoke  Respondent’s 
DEA  Certification  of  Registration 
AV8917241  issued  to  him  under  21 
U.S.C.  823(f),  and  to  deny  Respondent’s 
application  executed  May  6, 1980,  for  a 
D^  Certificate  of  Registration  under  21 
U.S.C.  823(f)  at  a  new  address.  The 
statutory  predicate  for  the  Order  to 
Show  Cause  was  Respondent’s 
conviction  on  February  4, 1980,  in  the 
United  States  District  Court  for  the 
Middle  District  of  Tennessee  of  forty- 
nine  (49)  counts  of  violation  of  21  U.S.C. 
841(a)(l].  Each  violation  is  a  controlled 
substance-related  felony.  Respondent, 
through  counsel,  requested  a  hearing  on 
the  issues  raised  by  the  Order  to  Show 
Cause.  Following  preliminary 
procedures,  a  hearing  was  held  before 
the  Honorable  Francis  L.  Young, 
Administrative  Law  Judge,  on  February 
2, 1981,  in  Los  Angeles,  California. 

On  June  1, 1981,  Judge  Young  certified 
to  the  Administrator,  pursuant  to  21  CFR 
1316.65,  the  record  of  the  proceedings  in 
this  matter,  together  with  his 
recommended  findings  of  fact, 
conclusions  of  law  and  a  recommended 
decision.  Pursuant  to  21  CFR  1316.67,  the 
Administrator  hereby  publishes  his 
Final  Order  in  this  proceeding,  based 
upon  the  findings  of  fact  and 
conclusions  of  law  set  forth  below. 

The  Administrative  Law  Judge  found 
that  Respondent  was  guilty  in  a  jury 
trial  on  December  21, 1979,  of  forty-nine 
(49)  counts  of  unlawfully,  knowingly  and 
intentionally  distributing  controlled 
substances  while  not  acting  in  the  usual 
course  of  his  professional  practice. 
Respondent  was  convicted  of  each 


count  presented  to  the  jury.  The 
Honorable  Thomas  A.  Wiseman,  Jr. 
sentenced  Respondent  to  a  term  of  five 
(5)  years  incarceration  on  Count  One  of 
the  indictment,  six  (6)  months  of  which 
to  be  served  in  a  jail-like  institution,  the 
execution  of  the  remainder  of  the 
sentence  suspended.  Judge  Wiseman 
further  required  Respondent  to  perform 
public  service  work,  and  imposed  a 
three  (3)  year  special  parole  term. 

The  Senior  Compliance  Investigator 
for  the  Nashville,  'Tennessee,  Resident 
Office  of  DEA  testified  for  the  United 
States  at  the  trial  and  at  the  hearing.  He 
testified  that  DEA  compliance 
investigators  conducted  an  inventory 
audit  of  Respondent’s  Nashville  office 
beginning  May  2, 1977,  covering  the 
period  May  2, 1975  through  May  2, 1977. 
At  this  audit.  Dr.  Voorhies  indicated  to 
the  Investigator  that  some  80  percent  of 
his  practice  were  weight  reduction 
patients.  Judge  Young  found  the  audit 
revealed  recordkeeping  and 
accountability  violations  in 
Respondent’s  practice.  Respondent’s 
records  for  Obetrol  20  shows  a  shortage 
of  18,958  dosage  units  (d.u.);  for 
Dextroamphetamine  Sulphate  15  mg.  a 
shortage  of  7,795  d.u.;  for  Dexamyl  5  mg. 
a  shortage  of  4,389  d.u.  and  for 
Dexedrine  Spansule  15  mg.,  a  shortage 
of  6,071  d.u.  These  are  amphetamines  or 
amphetamine-like  controlled 
substances. 

Judge  Young  found  that  as  a  result  of 
this  audit,  DEA  compliance  investigators 
interviewed  approximately  fifty  (50)  of 
Respondent's  patients.  Thirty-three  (33) 
of  them  testified  at  trial.  Judge  Young 
found  that  Respondent  almost 
invariably  dispensed  controlled 
substances  to  these  patients  when  they 
visited  Respondent's  office.  The  patients 
would  sometimes  ask  for  Didrex  or 
another  controlled  substdnce,  by  name 
or  by  nickname,  at  the  first  visit.  A 
number  of  patients  wanted  "diet  pills” 
or  “energy  pills”,  and  told  Respondent 
so.  Judge  Young  found  that  Dr.  Voorhies 
would  take  the  patients’  blood  pressure, 
height,  weight,  and  a  urine  sample  at  the 
first  visit.  Usually,  each  patient  returned 
at  30  or  60  day  intervals,  and  obtained 
30  to  60  amphetamine  or  amphetamine¬ 
like  pills  or  capsules  from  Respondent, 
ostensibly  for  weight  control. 

Judge  Young  further  found  that 
starting  in  1977  Respondent  required  his 
patients  jto  purchase  a  protein 
supplement,  or  he  would  not  dispense 
the  amphetamine  to  them.  Respondent 
charged  extra  for  the  supplement. 
Respondent  told  one  patient  he  required 
purchase  of  the  supplement  to  avoid 
"getting  into  trouble”  like  another 
Nashville  physician  convicted  of 


unlawful  distribution  of  controlled 
substances  in  January  1977. 

Judge  Young  further  found  that 
Respondent  dispensed  amphetamines  to 
patients  with  a  history  of  blackouts;  a 
history  of  emotional  problems;  a  history 
of  stomach  ulcers;  and  a  history  of 
diabetes.  Dispensing  of  amphetamines 
to  persons  with  these  medical  problems 
is  clearly  contraindicated.  Respondent 
also  dispensed  Valium,  Librium, 
phenobarbital  and  pentobarbital  to 
patients  who  had  trouble  sleeping  or 
were  “jittery  from  the  diet  pills.”  Several 
of  Respondent’s  patients  testified  they 
wanted  amphetamines  to  stay  awake  to 
meet  deadlines  or  to  stay  ahead  of  a 
younger  man  on  the  job. 

A  pharmacologist  who  teaches  at 
Vanderbilt  University  Medical  School 
and  who  has  published  over  sixty  (60) 
books  and  articles  on  pharmacology 
testified  for  the  United  States  at  the 
trial.  He  testified  that  Respondent’s 
customary  manner  of  dispensing 
amphetamines  to  his  patients  was  not  in 
the  usual  course  of  professional 
practice,  and  that  prescribing  Didrex  to 
a  particular  patient  for  treatment  of 
fatigue  was  not  legitimate  medical 
practice.  The  expert  witness  arrived  at 
the  same  conclusion  concerning 
Respondent’s  dispensing  amphetamines 
to  most  of  the  33  patients  who  testified. 
Judge  Young  found  that  Respondent’s 
patients  lost  little  or  no  weight  while 
under  his  care,  and  in  some  cases 
gained  weight.  Respondent  seldom,  if 
ever,  ceased  dispensing  amphetamines 
to  patients  when  they  ceased  to  lose 
weight. 

After  reading  the  trail  transcript, 
including  the  expert  testimony  put  on  by 
the  United  States  and  by  Respondent, 
Judge  Young  found  that  there  is  no 
reason  to  disagree  with  the  jury’s 
finding  of  guilty  nor  for  mitigating  its 
effect.  The  Administrator  fully  concurs. 
At  a  time  when  other  physicians  were 
heeding  the  warnings  concerning 
overuse  of  amphetamines  and  turning 
away  from  them.  Respondent  continued 
to  jeopardize  the  health  of  large 
numbers  of  the  people  of  Tennessee  by 
dispensing  amphetamines  ostensibly  for 
weight  control  or  treatment  of  fatigue. 

The  Administrative  Law  Judge  further 
found,  based  on  Respondent’s  case  in 
mitigation,  that  Respondent  currently 
practices  family  medicine  in  Atladena, 
California.  Four  of  Respondent’s  current 
patients  testified  on  his  half  at  the 
hearing.  They  testified  that  Respondent 
spends  a  generous  amount  of  time 
conducting  their  physical  examinations 
medical  histories,  and  discussions 
concerning  their  personal  and  medical 
problems.  Three  of  these  patients  are 
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black,  as  is  Respondent.  They  testified 
that  they  felt  more  comfortable  with 
Respondent  because  he  is  black.  Ninety- 
five  (95)  percent  of  Respondent's 
patients  are  black.  The  administrative 
Law  Judge  considers  this  fact  to  be  of 
doubtful  relevance,  since  all  members  of 
the  public  need  protection  from  those 
who  would  prey  upon  their  trust. 

The  Administrator  adopts  the 
Administrative  Law  Judge’s  findings  of 
fact,  conclusions  of  law,  recommended 
rulings  and  decision,  in  determining 
whether  Respondent  can  be  trusted  with 
DEA  registration  in  California,  the 
Administrative  Law  Judge  and  the 
Administrator  have  examined  the  record 
of  Respondent’s  conduct  as  a 
practitioner  in  Tennessee.  The  record  is 
devmd  of  any  indication  that 
Respondent  can  be  trusted  with  a  DEA 
Certificated  of  Registration.  The  facts 
clearly  show  that  Dr.  Voorhies 
dispensed  large  amounts  of 
amphetamines  long  after  their  use  as  a 
long-term  anorectic  had  been 
abandoned  by  the  medical  profession. 
Respondent  dispensed  amphetamines 
for  years  to  patients  who  lost  no  weight, 
or  even  gained  weight.  He  dispensed 
other  controlled  substances  to  control 
the  sleeplessness  brought  on  by  the 
amphetamines.  He  dispensed 
amphetamines  to  persons  whose 
medical  histories  contraindicated 
dispensing  of  amphetamines  had  he 
taken  a  thorough  medical  history. 
Further,  Respondent  dispensed 
amphetamines  for  purposes  that  are  not 
recognized  as  proper  by  the  medical 
community  for  energy,  or  to  overcome 
fatigue  or  depression.  Such  dispensing 
merely  masks  the  underlying  causes  of 
the  fatigue,  and  does  nothing  to 
ameliorate  that  underlying  condition. 
The  Administrator  concurs  with  the 
Administrative  Law  Judge  that 
Respondent’s  requirement  of  a 
perfunctory  physical  examination  of 
new  patients  was  merely  to  maintain  a 
color  of  professional  legitimacy.  The 
Administrator  has  considered 
Respondent’s  case  in  mitigatioa 
However,  he  concludes,  based  on  the 
preponderance  of  the  evidence,  that  the 
registration  of  Respondent  would  be 
contrary  to  the  public  interest 
Having  concluded  that  there  is  a 
lawful  basis  for  the  revocation  of 
Respotukmt’s  DEA  Certificate  of 
Registration,  and  for  the  denial  of  his 
application,  and  having  further 
concluded  that  under  the  facts  and 
circumstances  presented  in  this  case, 
the  registration  should  be  revoked  and 
the  application  denied,  the 
Administrator  of  the  Drug  Enforcement 
Administration,  pursuant  to  the 


authority  vested  in  him  by  21  U.S.C.  823 
and  824,  and  28  CFR  0.100(b),  hereby 
orders  the  revocation  of  DEA  Certificate 
of  Registration  AV8917241  issued  to 
Herbert  Webster  Voorhies,  M.D.,  and 
denies  the  application  executed  on  May 
6, 1980,  by  Respondent  Voorhies, 
effective  on  or  before  August  5. 1981. 

Dated:  June  26. 1981. 

Marion  W.  Hambrick, 

Acting  Administrator,  Drug  Enforcement 
Administration. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19613  Filed  7-2-81;  8:45  am| 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Employment  and  Training 
Administration 

Federal-State  Unemployment 
Compensation  Program;  Extended 
Benefits;  Notice  of  Ending  of  Extended 
Benefit  Period  in  the  State  of  Maine 

This  notice  announces  the  ending  of 
the  Extended  Benefit  Period  in  the  State 
of  Maine  effective  on  June  27, 1981. 

Background 

The  Federal-State  Extended 
Unemployment  Compensation  Act  of 
1970  (26  U.S.C  3304  note)  established 
the  Extended  Benefit  Program  as  a  part 
of  the  Federal-State  Unemployment 
Compensation  Program.  The  ^tended 
Benefit  Program  takes  effect  during 
periods  of  high  unemployment  in  a 
State,  or  in  the  nation  as  a  whole,  to 
furnish  up  to  13  weeks  of  extended 
unemployment  benefits  to  eligible 
individuals  who  have  exhausted  their 
rights  to  regular  unenqrioyment  benefits 
under  permanent  State  and  Federal 
unemplo}rment  compensation  laws.  The 
Act  is  implemented  by  State 
unemployment  Compensation  laws  and 
by  Part  615  of  Title  20  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  (20  CFR  Part  615). 

Extended  Benefits  are  payable  in  a 
State  during  an  Extended  Benefit  Period, 
which  is  triggered  “on”  when  the  rate  of 
insured  unemployment  in  the  State  or  in 
all  States  collectively  reaches  the  State 
or  National  trigger  rates  set  in  the  Act 
and  the  State  law.  20  CFR  615.12.  During 
an  Extended  Benefit  Period  individuals 
are  eligible  for  a  maximum  of  up  to  13 
weeks  of  benefits,  but  the  total  of 
Extended  Benefits  and  regular  benefits 
together  may  not  exceed  39  weeks. 

The  Act  and  the  State  unemployment 
compensation  laws  also  provide  that  an 
Extended  Benefit  Period  in  a  State  will 
trigger  “off*  when  the  rate  of  insured 
unemployment  in  the  State  is  no  longer 
at  the  trigger  rates  set  in  the  law.  A 
benefit  period  actually  terminates  at  the 


end  of  the  third  week  after  the  week  for 
which  there  is  an  off  indicator,  but  not 
less  than  13  weeks  after  the  benefit 
period  began. 

An  Extended  Benefit  Period 
commenced  in  the  State  of  Maine  on 
March  16, 1980,  and  has  now  triggered 
off. 

Determination  of  “off”  Indicator 

The  head  of  the  employment  security 
agency  of  the  State  of  Maine  has 
determined,  in  accordance  with  the 
State  law  and  20  CFR  615.12(e).  that  the 
rate  of  insured  unemployment  in  the 
State  for  the  period  consisting  of  the 
week  ending  on  June  6, 1981,  and  the 
immediately  preceding  twelve  weeks, 
fell  below  the  State  trigger  rate,  so  that 
for  that  week  there  was  an  “off’ 
indicator  in  that  State. 

Therefore,  the  Extended  Benefit 
Period  in  that  State  terminated  with  the 
week  ending  on  June  27, 1981. 

Information  for  Claimants 

The  State  employment  security 
agency  will  furnish  a  written  notice  to 
each  individual  who  is  filing  claims  for 
Extended  Benefits  of  the  end  of  the 
Extended  Benefit  Period  and  its  effect 
on  the  individual’s  right  to  Extended 
Benefits.  20  CFR  615.13(d)(3). 

Persons  who  wish  information  about 
their  rights  to  Extended  Benefits  in  the 
State  of  Maine  should  contact  the 
nearest  State  Employment  Office  of  the 
Maine  Bureau  of  Employment  Security 
in  their  locality. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June  26. 
1981. 

Albert  Angrisani, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor. 

|F'R  Doc.  81-19677  Filed  7-2-81;  8:45  am( 

BILLING  CODE  4S10-3(MH 


Mine  Safety  and  Health  Administration 

[Docket  No.  M-81-t24-C) 

Sewell  Coal  Co.;  Petition  for 
Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Sewell  Coal  Company.  Route  3.  Box 
125,  Nettie.  West  Virginia  26661  has 
filed  a  petition  to  modify  the  application 
of  30  CFR  75.1105  (housing  of 
underground  transformer  stations, 
battery-charging  stations,  substations, 
compressor  stations,  shops,  and 
permanent  pumps)  to  its  No.  1  Mine 
located  in  Nicholas  County,  West 
Virginia.  The  petition  is  filed  under 
Section  101(c)  of  the  Federal  Mine 
Safety  and  Health  Act  of  1977. 

A  summary  of  the  petitioner's 
statements  follows': 

dteu 
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1.  The  mine  has  a  rectiHer  that  is 
ventilated  directly  by  intake  air  only  a 
small  portion  of  the  air  passing  through 
the  entries  where  the  rectifier  is  located 
would  reach  any  working  area. 

2.  As  an  alternate  method,  petitioner 
proposes  to  house  the  rectifier  in  a 
fireproof  structure  equipped  with 
automatic  heat  sensors  which  will 
activate  a  twenty-pound  dry-type 
chemical  fire  suppression  device. 

3.  In  addition,  the  following 
safeguards  will  be  employed: 

a.  The  motor  will  be  provided  with 
overload  and  short-circuit  protection  as 
required  by  30  CFR  75.518; 

b.  A  metal  door  will  be  provided  for 
the  enclosure  that  will  close 
automatically  in  the  event  of  a  fire; 

c.  A  switch  will  be  provided  which 
will  de-energize  the  power  circuit  when 
the  metal  door  is  closed;  and 

d.  Fire  fighting  equipment  will  be 
provided  as  required  by  30  CFR  75.1100- 
2(e). 

4.  Petitioner  states  that  the  alternate 
method  and  safeguards  outlined  above 
will  provide  the  same  degree  of  safety 
for  the  miners  affected  as  that  afforded 
by  the  standard. 

Request  for  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
furnish  written  comments.  These 
comments  must  be  filed  with  the  Office 
of  Standards,  Regulations  and 
Variances,  Mine  Safety  and  Health 
Administration,  Room  627, 4015  Wilson 
Boulevard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203.  All 
comments  must  be  postmarked  or 
received  in  that  office  on  or  before 
August  5, 1981.  Copies  of  the  petition  are 
available  for  inspection  at  that  address. 

Dated:  June  26, 1981. 

Frank  A.  White, 

Director,  Office  of  Standards,  Regulations 
and  Variances. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19679  Filed  7-2-81: 8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  4510-43-M 


[Docket  No.  M-81-84-C1 

South  East  Coal  Co.;  Petition  for 
Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

South  East  Coal  Company,  Route  2, 
Box  175,  Whitesburg,  Kentucky  41858 
has  filed  a  petition  to  modify  the 
application  of  30  CFR  75.800  (high- 
voltage  circuits;  circuit  breakers]  to  its 
Polly  No.  4  Mine  located  in  Letcher 
County,  Kentucky.  The  petition  is  filed 
under  Section  101(c)  of  the  Federal  Mine 
Safety  and  Health  Act  of  1977. 

A  summary  of  the  petitioner’s 
statemv''nt  follows: 

1.  The  MSHA  policy  application  on 
grounded  phase  protection  requires  that 


high-voltage  circuits  extending  to  both 
surface  and  underground  loads  be 
provided  with  grounded  phase 
protection  if  connected  to  the  same 
transformer. 

2.  Electricity  at  petitioner’s  mine  is 
provided  by  ungrounded  7200  volt 
service  from  the  power  company 
substation  which  serves  no  other  load. 
The  underground  circuits  are  equipped 
with  resistance  grounded  neutral,  an 
automatic  circuit  breaker,  and  a  fail-safe 
ground  monitoring  system.  The  surface 
loads  are  not  provided  with  grounded 
phase  relaying.  Any  grounded  phase 
condition  would  cause  the  automatic 
breakers  that  protect  the  underground 
circuits  to  open  and  cause  corrective 
action.  During  this  time,  there  would  be 
no  hazard  to  underground  personnel 
because  the  installation  is  designed  so 
that  there  would  be  no  voltage  rise. 

3.  In  order  to  provide  grounded  phase 
protection,  an  automatic  circuit  breaker 
would  need  to  be  added  to  disconnect 
the  entire  load  from  the  power  company. 
This  would  stop  the  fans,  creating  a 
hazardous  condition. 

4.  For  these  reasons,  petitioner  seeks  a 
modification. 

Request  for  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
furnish  written  comments.  These 
comments  must  be  filed  with  the  Office 
of  Standards,  Regulations  and 
Variances,  Mine  Safety  and  Health 
Administration,  Room  627, 4015  Wilson 
Boulevard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203.  All 
comments  must  be  postmarked  or 
received  in  that  office  on  or  before 
August  5, 1981.  Copies  of  the  petition  are 
available  for  inspection  at  that  address. 

Dated:  )une  26, 1981. 

Frank  A.  White, 

Director,  Office  of  Standards,  Regulations 
and  Variances. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19680  Filed  7-2-81.  8:45  am| 
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[Docket  No.  M-81-27-M1 

United  States  Steel  Corp.;  Petition  for 
Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

United  States  Steel  Corporation,  600 
Grant  Street,  Pittsburgh,  Pennsylvania 
15230  has  filed  a  petition  to  modify  the 
application  of  30  CFR  55.16-2  (bins, 
hoppers,  silos,  tanks  and  surge  piles; 
requirements  for  storage  and  handling) 
to  its  Minntac  Mine  located  in  Iron 
County,  Minnesota.  The  petition  is  filed 
under  section  101(c)  of  the  Federal  Mine 
Safety  and  Health  Act  of  1977, 

A  summary  of  the  petitioner’ 
statements  follows; 


1.  The  Minntac  Mine  is  a  large  facility 
that  mines  and  processes  taconite;  rock 
is  crushed  in  both  fine  and  coarse 
crushers. 

2.  As  an  alternate  method,  petitioner 
proposes  that  maintenance  and 
inspection  of  bins  will  be  done  in 
compliance  with  job  procedures  outlined 
below: 

a.  Empty  bin; 

b.  lockout  and  test  start  equipment; 

c.  Fill  bin  to  desired  height; 

d.  Lock  out  and  test  start  equipment  or 
belt; 

e.  Close  radiation  gauges; 

f.  Clean  discharge  chute; 

g.  Open  hatch  covers; 

h.  Lower  miners  into  bin  using  safety 
cage  through  hatch. 

3.  Petitioner  states  that  since  safe  job 
procedures  require  the  bins  to  be 
completely  emptied  and  then  refilled, 
the  material  will  not  develop  voids. 

4.  Petitioner  further  states  that  the 
miners  will  have  a  safe  working  surface, 
making  use  of  belts  and  lifelines 
unnecessary. 

5.  Petitioner  states  that  the  alternate 
method  will  provide  the  same  degree  of 
safety  to  the  miners  afiected  as  that 
afforded  by  the  standard. 

Request  for  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
furnish  written  comments.  These 
comments  must  be  filed  with  the  Office 
of  Standards,  Regulations  and 
variances.  Mine  Safety  and  Health 
Administration,  Room  627, 4015  Wilson 
Boulevard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203.  All 
comments  must  be  postmarked  or 
received  in  that  office  on  or  before 
August  5, 1981.  Copies  of  the  petition  are 
available  for  inspection  at  that  address. 

Dated:  June  26, 1981. 

Frank  A.  White 

Director,  Office  of  Standards,  Regulations 
and  Variances. 

pit  Doc.  81-19678  Filed  7-2-81;  8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  4510-43-M 


Pension  and  Welfare  Benefit  Programs 

I  Application  No.  D-2604] 

Proposed  Exemption  for  Certain 
Transactions  Involving  American 
Medical  International,  Inc.  Pension 
Plan  Located  in  Beveily  Hills,  CaMf. 

agency:  Department  of  Labor. 
action:  Notice  of  proposed  exemption. 

summary:  This  dociunent  contains  a 
notice  of  pendency  before  the 
Department  of  Labor  (the  Department) 
of  a  proposed  exemption  fiom  certain  of 
the  prohibited  transaction  restrictions  of 
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the  Employee  Retirement  Income 
Security  Act  of  1974  (the  Act)  and  from 
certain  taxes  imposed  by  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1954  (the  Code).  The 
proposed  exemption  would  exempt  the 
sale  to  American  Medical  International, 
Inc.  (AMI)  by  the  American  Medical 
International,  Inc.  Pension  Plan  (the 
Plan),  of  its  interest  in  the  DIC  Trust,  a 
trust  created  by  AMI  to  hold  the  stock  of 
Denver  Insurance  Company,  Inc.  (DIC), 
a  wholly-owned  subsidiary  of  AMI, 
which  is  the  Plan  sponsor.  The  proposed 
exemption,  if  granted,  would  affect  the 
trustees,  participants  and  beneHciaries 
of  the  Plan,  the  Employer  and  DIC. 
date:  Written  comments  and  requests 
for  a  public  hearing  must  be  received  by 
the  Department  on  or  before  August  17, 
1981. 

ADDRESS:  All  written  comments  and 
requests  for  a  hearing  (at  least  three 
copies)  should  be  sent  to  the  Office  of 
Fiduciary  Standards,  Pension  and 
Welfare  Benefit  Programs,  Room  C- 
4526,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  200 
Constitution  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20216.  Attention:  Application  No. 
D-2604.  The  application  for  exemption 
and  the  comments  received  will  be 
available  for  public  inspection  in  the 
Public  Documents  Room  of  Pension  and 
Welfare  Benefit  Programs.  U.S. 
Department  of  Labor,  Room  N-4677,  200 
Constitution  Avenue,  NW^  Washington, 
D.C.  20216. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Robert  N.  Sandler  of  the 
Department,  telephone  (202)  523-6195. 
(This  is  not  a  toll-free  number.) 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  pendency  before  the 
Department  of  an  application  for 
exemption  from  the  restrictions  of 
section  406(a),  406  (b)(1)  and  (b)(2)  of  the 
Act  and  from  the  taxes  imposed  by 
section  4975  (a)  and  (b)  of  the  Code,  by 
reason  of  section  4975(c)(1)  (A)  throu^ 
(E)  of  the  Code.  The  proposed 
exemption  was  requested  in  an 
application  filed  by  AMI,  pursuant  to 
section  408(a)  of  the  Act  and  section 
4975(c)(2)  of  the  Code,  and  in 
accordance  with  procedures  set  forth  in 
ERISA  Procedure  75-1  (40  FR  18471, 
April  28, 1975).  Effective  December  31, 
1978,  section  102  of  Reorganization  Plan 
No.  4  of  1978  (43  FR  47713,  October  17, 
1978)  transferred  the  authority  of  the 
Secretary  of  Treasury  to  issue 
exemptions  of  the  type  requested  to  the 
Secretary  of  Labor,  llierefore,  this 
notice  of  pendency  is  issued  solely  by 
the  Department 

Summary  of  Facts  and  Representations 

The  application  contains 
representations  with  regard  to  the 


proposed  exemption  which  are 
summarized  below.  Interested  persons 
are  referred  to  the  application  on  file 
with  the  Department  for  the  complete 
representations  of  the  applicants. 

1.  The  Plan  is  a  defined  benefit  plan 
with  8,815  participants.  The  members  of 
the  Plan  Investment  Committee,  who  are 
responsible  for  the  investment  of  Plan 
assets,  are  Royce  Diener,  chairman  of 
the  board  and  chief  executive  officer  of 
AMI,  )ohn  M.  Dutton,  executive  vice 
president  of  AMI,  and  Bentley  Morris, 
director  of  AMI.  Bank  of  America 
National  Trust  and  Savings  Association 
serves  as  the  Plan  trustee  and  also  as 
the  trustee  ^rustee)  of  the  DIC  Trust. 

2.  AMI,  directly  and  through  its 
affiliates,  is  engaged  in  a  wide  variety  of 
health  care  activities  throughout  the 
world.  Currently,  AMI  owns  and 
operates  50  acute  care  hospitals,  which 
are  located  in  9  states,  Australia, 

England  and  Switzerland.  In  addition, 
AMI  and  its  affiliates  provide  full 
management  services  to  a  number  of 
hospitals  located  in  the  United  States  ' 
and  abroad,  and  they  provide  health 
care  services  such  as  medical  technical 
support  services,  health  care 
development  services  and  health 
maintenance  organizations. 

3.  In  the  early  1970’s,  the  frequency 
and  magnitude  of  malpractice  judgments 
awarded  against  hospitals  increased 
substantially  and,  as  a  result,  it  became 
increasingly  difficult  and  expensive  for 
hospitals  to  obtain  malpractice 
insurance.  By  1975,  few  insurance 
companies  were  willing  to  write  such 
insurance.  Thus,  in  order  to  satisfy  its 
needs  for  hospital  malpractice  insurance 
at  a  reasonable  cost,  AMI  formed  DIC  in 
April  1975,  as  a  wholly-owned 
subsidiary  of  AMI.  DIC  was  formed 
under  Colorado  law  as  a  "captive” 
insurance  company  to  underwrite 
insurance  only  for  AMI  and  its  affiliates. 
Pursuant  to  Colorado  law,  AMI  was 
required  to  provide  DIC  with  a  minimum 
of  $750,000  of  actual  capital  and 
accumulated  surplus.  AMI  decided  to 
provide  DIC  with  $250,000  of  surplus  in 
addition  to  the  minimum  amount 
required  under  Colorado  law  for  a  total 
of  $1  million.  DIC  has  issued  only  one 
insurance  policy  since  its  inception,  and 
that  policy  provides  malpractice  and 
general  liability  insurance  for  hospitals 
owned  by  AMI  and  its  affiliates. 

4.  As  a  result  of  its  ownership  of  DIC, 
AMI  was  required  to  reflect  substantial 
malpractice  reserves  in  its  consolidated 
balance  sheet  Consequently,  in  1976, 
AMI  decided  to  dispose  of  its  DIC  stock, 
but  without  relinquishing  ultimate 
control  of  DIC.  AM  concluded  that  if  it 
disposed  of  the  DIC  stock  it  might  be 
allowed,  under  the  relevant  accounting 


rules,  to  remove  those  reserves  from  its 
consolidated  balance  sheet  Various 
alternatives  were  considered  (e.g., 
donating  the  stock  to  a  charitafrle 
organization),  but  it  was  ultimately 
decided  to  treinsfer  the  beneficial 
ownership  of  the  stock  to  the  Plan.  One 
major  reason  for  the  decision  to  make 
the  transfer  to  the  Plan  rather  than  to 
some  other  entity  was  that  AMI 
recognized  that  DIC  potentially  had 
value,  and  it  preferred  to  have  any  such 
value  inure  to  the  benefit  of  its 
employees  rather  than  third  parties. 

5.  In  November  1976,  AMI  transferred 
all  of  the  outstanding  stock  of  DIC  to  the 
DIC  Trust.  AMI  has  never  claimed  a 
Federal  income  tax  deduction  as  a  result 
of  its  transfer  of  the  DIC  stock  to  the 
DIC  Trust.  Moreover,  the  value  of  the 
Plan’s  interest  in  the  DIC  Trust  has 
always  been  treated  as  zero  in 
determining  the  value  of  the  Plan’s 
assets.  Thus,  the  Plan’s  interest  in  the 
DIC  Trust  has  never  affected  the  amount 
that  AMI  is  required  to  contribute  to  the 
Plan. 

6.  The  Trust  agreement  provides  that 
any  income  earned  by  DIC  shall  be 
distributed  by  the  Trustee  to  AMI  imtil 
AMI  has  received  $1  million  (its  initial 
investment  in  DIC)  plus  8%  interest 
compounded  annually  from  December  1, 
1976.  AMI  has  never  received  any 
distributions  from  the  DIC  Trust.  With 
respect  to  the  8%  per  annum,  if  AMI  had 
not  included  the  interest  payments  as 
part  of  its  interest  in  the  DIC  Trust,  it 
would  have  been  required,  under 
relevant  accounting  rules,  to  write  off  a 
portion  of  the  $1  million  it  invested  in 
DIC  for  purposes  of  its  financial 
statements. 

7.  AMI  now  desires  to  reacquire  the 
stock  of  DIC,  primarily  because  DIC 
may  be  required,  due  to  changes  in  the 
relevant  law,  to  offer  insurance  to  third 
parties,  substantially  increasing  its  risk 
exposure.  AMl's  two  choices  are  that  it 
can  acquire  the  stock  of  DIC  or  it  can 
cease  doing  business  with  DIC,  which, 
as  a  practical  matter,  would  eventually 
lead  to  the  liquidation  of  DIC. 

8.  The  members  of  the  Plan’s 
Investment  Committee  believe  it  is 
preferable  for  the  Plan  for  AMI  to 
acquire  the  DIC  stock  rather  than  to 
await  liquidation.  Toward  that  end,  on 
December  27, 1979,  AMI  and  the  Plan 
entered  into  an  agreement  whereby  AMI 
agreed  to  purchase  the  Plan’s  beneficial 
interest  in  the  DIC  Trust.  An 
independent  appraiser.  Valuation 
Counselors,  Inc.  (VCI),  determined  that 
the  fair  market  value  of  the  DIC  stock 
was  $786,000  as  of  December  29, 1979. 
Because  this  amount  was  less  than  $1 
million,  it  was  feared  that  the  Plan 
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would  receive  nothing  for  its  interest  in 
the  Die  Trust  Therefore,  AMI  and  the 
Plan  have  agreed  that  the  purchase  price 
will  be  the  greater  of:  (a)  the  value  of 
DIG  on  the  date  of  sale  as  determined 
by  an  independent  appraiser,  less  $1 
million  plus  8%  interest  compounded 
annually  from  December  1, 1976;  or  (b) 
$100,000.  No  one  will  receive  a 
commission  as  a  result  of  the  above- 
described  transaction. 

9.  Vd,  which  has  prepared  appraisals 
for  insurance  agencies  and  insurance 
companies,  many  of  which  were  closely 
held  companies,  has  reviewed  the 
agreement  between  AMI  and  the  Plan 
for  the  sale  of  AMI  of  the  Plan’s  interest 
in  the  DIG  Trust  Based  on  that  review 
of  the  agreement  between  the  Plan  and 
AML  VCI  has  represented  that  in  its 
opinion  it  would  be  in  the  best  interests 
of  the  Plan  and  its  participants  and 
beneficiaries  to  sell  its  interest  in  the 
DIG  Trust  to  AML 

10.  In  summary,  the  applicants 
represent  that  the  proposed  transaction 
satisfies  the  statutory  criteria  of  section 
408(a)  due  to  the  following: 

a.  an  independent  party,  VGI,  has 
stated  that  in  its  opinion  the  proposed 
sale  of  the  Plan's  interest  in  the  DIG 
Trust  to  AMI  would  be  in  the  best 
interests  of  the  Plan  and  its  participants 
and  beneficiaries; 

b.  The  Man  will  receive,  in  effect  a 
gift  of  a  minimum  of  $100,000; 

c.  The  amount  paid  to  the  I^n  will  be 
based  on  an  independent  appraisal  of 
the  DIG  stock;  and 

d.  Because  of  changes  in  the  law,  DIG 
would  have  to  offer  insurance  to  third 
parties,  substantially  increasing  the  risk 
of  loss,  which  would  adversely  affect 
the  Plan's  interest  in  the  DIG  Trust. 

Notice  to  Interested  Persons 

Notice  of  the  proposed  exemption  will 
be  provided  to  all  interested  persons  on 
or  before  July  16, 1981.  The  notice  will 
contain  a  copy  of  the  proposed 
exemption  and  will  inform  each 
recipient  of  his  or  her  right  to  comment 
on  or  request  a  hearing  with  regard  to 
the  proposed  exemption.  Notice  will  be 
given  to  all  Plan  participants  and 
beneficiaries  currently  employed  by 
AMI  and  its  affiliates  by  posting  it  in 
locations  where  employer  notices  are 
customarily  posted.  The  notice  will  be 
mailed  to  all  Plan  participants  and 
beneficiaries  not  currently  employed  by 
AMI  or  any  of  its  affiliates. 

General  Information 

The  attention  of  interested  persons  is 
directed  to  the  following: 

(1)  tile  fact  that  a  transaction  is  the 
subject  of  an  exemption  under  section 
408(a)  of  tile  Act  and  section  4975(c)(2) 


of  the  Gode  does  not  relieve  a  fiduciary 
or  other  party  in  interest  or  disqualified 
person  from  certain  other  provisions  of 
the  Act  and  the  Gode,  including  any 
prohibited  transaction  provisions  to 
which  the  exemption  does  not  apply  and 
the  general  fiduciary  responsibihty 
provisions  of  section  404  of  the  Act 
which  among  other  things  require  a 
fiduciary  to  ffischarge  his  duties 
respecting  the  plan  solely  in  the  interest 
of  tile  participants  and  beneficiaries  of 
the  plan  and  in  a  prudent  fashion  in 
accordance  with  section  404(a)(l)(B]  of 
the  Act:  nor  does  it  affect  the 
requirement  of  section  401(a)  of  the 
Gode  that  the  plan  must  operate  for  the 
exclusive  benefit  of  the  employees  of  the 
employer  maintaining  the  plan  and  their 
beneficiaries; 

(2)  the  proposed  exemption,  if  granted, 
will  not  extend  to  transactions 
prohibited  under  section  406(b)(3)  of  the 
Act  and  section  4975(c)(1)(F)  of  the 
Gode; 

(3)  Before  an  exemption  may  be 
granted  under  section  40e(a)  of  the  Act 
and  section  4975(c)(2)  of  the  Gode,  the 
Department  must  ^d  that  the 
exemption  is  administratively  feasible, 
in  the  interests  of  the  plan  and  of  its 
participants  and  beneficiaries  and 
protective  of  the  rights  of  participants 
and  beneficiaries  of  the  plan;  and 

(4)  the  proposed  exemption,  if  granted, 
will  be  supplemental  to,  and  not  in 
derogation  of,  any  other  provisions  of 
the  Act  and  the  Gode,  including 
statutory  or  administrative  exemptions 
and  transitional  rules.  Furthermore,  the 
fact  that  a  transaction  is  subject  to  an 
administrative  or  statutory  exemption  is 
not  dispositive  of  whether  the 
transaction  is  in  fact  a  prohibited 
transaction. 

Written  Gonunents  and  Hearing 
Requests 

All  intm-ested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  comments  or  requests  for 
a  hearing  on  the  pending  exemption  to 
the  above  address,  within  the  time 
period  set  forth  above.  All  comments 
will  be  made  a  part  of  the  record. 
Gonunents  and  requests  for  a  hearing 
should  state  the  reasons  for  the  writer's 
interest  in  the  pending  exemption. 
Gonunents  received  will  be  available  for 
public  inspection  with  the  application 
for  exemption  at  the  address  set  forth 
above. 

Proposed  Exemption 

Based  on  the  facts  and 
representations  set  forth  in  the 
application,  the  Department  is 
considering  granting  the  requested 
exemption  under  the  authority  of  section 
408(a)  of  the  Act  and  section  4975(cK2) 


of  the  Gode  and  in  accordance  witii  the 
procediues  set  forth  in  ERISA  Procednre 
75-1  (40  FR 18471,  April  28, 1975).  If  the 
exemption  is  grante<l  the  restrictions  of 
section  406(a),  406^K^)  and  (bM2)  of  the 
Act  and  the  taxes  imposed  by  section 
4975(a)  and  (b)  of  the  Gode.  by  reason  of 
section  4975(c)(1)(A)  throught  (E)  of  the 
Gode,  shall  not  apply  to  the  sale  by  the 
Plan  of  its  interest  in  the  DIG  Trust  for  a 
cash  amount  equal  to  the  greater  ofi  (1) 
the  value  of  the  Plan's  interest  in  the 
DIG  Trust  on  the  date  of  sale,  as 
determined  by  an  independent 
appraiser,  less  the  sum  of  $1  million  plus 
8%  interest  on  that  amount  compounded 
annually  from  December  1. 1976;  or  (2) 
$100,000,  provided  that  the  purchase 
price  is  no  less  than  the  fair  market 
value  of  the  Plan's  interest  in  the  DIG 
Trust  on  the  date  of  sale. 

The  proposed  exemption,  if  granted, 
will  be  subject  to  the  express  conditions 
that  the  material  facts  and 
representations  contained  in  the 
application  are  true  and  complete,  and 
that  the  application  accurately  describes 
all  material  terms  of  the  transaction  to 
be  consummated  pursuant  to  tiie 
exemption. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C..  this  26di  day  of 
June,  1981. 

Ian  D.  Lanoff, 

Administrator,  Pension  and  Welfare  Benefit 
Programs,  Labor-Management  Serricee 
Administration.  Department  of  Labor. 

(FR  Doc.  81-19696  Filed  MS  am] 
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[Application  Na  D-23741 

Proposed  Exemption  for  Certain 
Transactions  Involving  the  Paul  JL 
Ashkenaz  and  Richard  A.  GMiert, 
Endodontics,  Ltd.  Profit  Sharing  Plan 
Located  hi  Chicago,  IIL 

agency:  Department  of  Labor. 
action:  Notice  of  proposed  exemption. 

SUMMARY:  This  document  contains  a 
notice  of  pendency  before  the 
Department  of  Labor  (the  Department) 
of  a  proposed  exemption  from  certain  of 
the  prohibited  transaction  restrictions  of 
the  Employee  Retirement  Income 
Security  Act  of  1974  (the  Act)  and  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954  (the 
Code).  The  proposed  exemption  would 
exempt  a  $35,000  loan  of  funds  from  Paul 
).  Ashkenaz  and  Richard  A.  Gilbert 
Endodontics,  Ltd.  Profit  Sharing  Plan 
(the  Plan)  to  Paul  J.  Ashkenaz  and 
Richard  A.  Gilbert  Endodontics,  Ltd.. 

(the  Employer).  The  funds  would  be 
utilized  by  the  Employer  to  refinance  the 
purchase  of  equipment  in  the  Employer's 
office.  The  proposed  exemption,  if 
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granted  would  affect  the  Plan,  its 
participants  and  beneficiaries,  and  the 
Employer. 

date:  Written  comments  and  requests 
for  a  public  hearing  must  be  received  by 
the  Department  on  or  before  August  24, 
1981. 

ADDRESS:  All  written  comments  and 
requests  for  a  hearing  (at  least  three 
copies]  should  be  sent  to  the  Office  of 
Fiduciary  Standards,  Pension  and 
Welfare  Benefit  Programs,  Room  C- 
4526,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  200 
Constitution  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20216,  Attention:  Application  No. 
D-2374.  The  application  for  exemption 
and  the  comments  received  will  be 
available  for  public  inspection  in  the 
Public  Documents  Room  of  Pension  and 
Welfare  Benefit  Programs,  U.S. 
Department  of  Labor,  Room  N-4677,  200 
Constitution  Avenue,  N.W„  Washington, 
D  C,  20216. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Ms.  Linda  Hamilton  of  the  Department, 
telephone  (202)  523-7462.  (This  is  not  a 
toll-free  number.)  . 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  pendency  before  the 
Department  of  an  application  for 
exemption  fi'om  the  restrictions  of 
section  406(a),  406(b)(1)  and  (b](2]  of  the 
Act  and  fi;om  the  sanctions  resulting 
from  the  application  of  section  4975  of 
the  Code,  by  reason  of  section 
4975(c)(1)(A)  through  (E)  of  the  Code. 

The  proposed  exemption  was  requested 
in  an  application  filed  on  behalf  of  the 
Plan,  pursuant  to  section  408(a]  of  the 
Act  and  section  4975(c)(2]  of  the  Code, 
and  in  accordance  with  procedures  set 
forth  in  ERISA  Procedure  75-1  (40  FR 
18471,  April  28, 1975).  Effective 
December  31, 1978,  section  102  of 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  4  of  1978  (43  FR 
47713,  October  17, 1978)  transferred  the 
authority  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  to  issue  exemptions  of  the  type 
requested  to  the  Secretary  of  Labor. 
Therefore,  this  notice  of  pendency  is 
issued  solely  by  the  Department. 

Summary  of  Facts  and  Representations 

The  application  contains 
representations  with  regard  to  the 
proposed  exemptions  which  are 
summarized  below.  Interested  persons 
are  referred  to  the  application  on  file 
with  the  Department  for  the  complete 
representations  of  the  applicant. 

1.  The  Plan  is  a  profit  sharing  plan 
that  had  as  of  January  6, 1981,  ten 
participants.  As  of  December  5, 1980,  the 
value  of  the  assets  in  the  Plan  was 
$226,809.  The  Employer  is  a  professional 
service  corporation  engaged  in  the 
practice  of  endodontics  in  the  Chicago 
metropolitan  area. 


2.  The  Employer  is  requesting  an 
exemption  to  borrow  $35,500  from  the 
Plan  (the  Loan]  in  order  to  refinance  the 
purchase  of  equipment  in  the  Employer’s 
offices.  The  Loan  will  be  repaid  in  equal 
monthly  Installments  of  principal  and 
interest  over  a  seven-year  period,  the 
interest  charged  to  the  Employer  will  be 
a  rate  set  at  2%  above  the  prime  rate 
fluctuating  monthly  as  determined  by 
the  First  National  Bank  of  Chicago.  As 
collateral  for  the  Loan,  the  Employer  has 
deposited  with  the  Plan  a  financing 
statement  covering  office  equipment  and 
accounts  receivable.  Upon  issuance  of 
the  exemption,  the  original  signed 
documents  will  be  filed  in  accordance 
with  the  Uniform  Commercial  Code.  An 
appraisal  submitted  by  Mr.  John  J. 
DiPietro,  the  President  of  Frink  Dental 
Supply  Co.  represents  that  the 
equipment  in  treatment  room  #3  of  the 
Employer’s  office  has  a  present  market 
value  of  approximately  $15,000.  An 
appraisal  submitted  by  Mr.  Harlan 
Sanders,  of  Maple  Hall,  Inc.,  represents 
the  resale  value  of  the  furniture  and 
furnishings  in  Dr.  Ashkenaz’s  office  to 
be  $23,955.  Mr.  Donald  Grauer,  a 
certified  public  accountant  represents 
that  as  of  March  31, 1981,  the  accounts 
receivable  of  the  Employer  were 
$118,871.  Of  that  amount,  $50,000  will 
serve  as  collateral.  Thus,  collateral  for 
the  Loan  will  initially  be  $88,955,  an 
amount  in  excess  of  200%  of  the  amount 
of  the  Loan.  The  applicant  represents 
there  are  no  prior  liens  on  the  collateral. 
The  applicant  further  represents  that 
both  appraisers  and  the  accountant  are 
independent  of  the  Employer  and  its 
principals  and  are  qualified  to  make 
their  respective  judgements.  The 
applicant  has  contacted  a  local  lending 
institution  to  obtain  terms  for  a 
comparable  loan  and  the  terms  of  the 
proposed  Loan  are  slightly  more 
favorable  to  the  Plan  than  the  terms  a 
third  party  lender  would  have  required 
for  a  similar  loan. 

3.  Additionally,  Drs.  Paul  Ashkenaz, 
Richard  Gilbert,  David  Crane,  and 
Robert  Greenberg,  (collectively  the 
Guarantors)  by  affixing  their  signature 
to  the  promissory  note  personally 
quarantee  the  payment  of  any  amounts 
due  on  the  note.  Each  of  the  Guarantors 
represent  that  their  personal  net  worth 
is  in  excess  of  the  amoimt  of  the  note.  It 
is  also  represented  that  the  aggregate 
net  worth  of  the  four  doctors  is  at  least 
equal  to  or  in  excess  of  the  net  worth  of 
the  Employer  which  as  of  March  31, 1981 
was  $227,088. 

4.  Mr.  Burton  S.  Gilberg  has  been 
appointed  as  an  independent  fiduciary 
to  approve  and  monitor  the  transaction, 
and  enforce  the  rights  of  the  Plan  and  its 


participants  and  beneficiaries.  Mr. 

Gilberg  represents  that  he  is  a  duly 
licensed  attorney,  practicing  law  in 
Illinois,  and  is  familiar  with  the 
obligations  and  responsibilities  of  a 
fiduciary  imposed  by  law.  He  further 
represents  that  he  is  independent  of  the 
Employer  and  has  not  performed  any 
services  for  the  Plan  or  the  Employer  for 
the  past  five  years.  Mr.  Gilberg  is 
empower  to  exercise  any  discretionary 
authority  he  deems  necessaiy  for  the 
administration  of  the  transaction,  and 
represents  that  among  his 
responsibilities  as  a  fiduciary,  he  will 
monitor  the  repayment  of  the  principal 
balance  and  interest  on  the  amounts 
outstanding;  and  take  whatever  steps 
he,  in  his  sole  discretion,  deems 
necessary  to  protect  such  assets 
including  the  enforcement  of  collection. 
Mr.  Gilberg  represents  the  transaction  is 
a  prudent  and  advisable  investment  for 
the  Plan,  because  the  investment  is 
superior  to  other  investments  available 
to  the  Plan.  He  further  represents  that 
the  collateral  being  tendered  to  secure 
the  debt  is  adequate,  and  that  at  all 
times,  he  will  insure  that  the  collateral 
to  loan  ratio  will  be  at  least  150%. 
Additionally,  Mr.  Gilberg  has  reviewed 
the  net  worth  of  each  of  the  Guarantors 
and  determined  they  are  adequate. 

5.  In  summary,  the  applicant 
represents  that  the  proposed  loaning  of 
funds  by  the  Plan  to  the  Employer 
satisfies  the  criteria  of  section  408(a]  of 
the  Act  because:  (a)  the  percentage  of 
Plan  assets  involved  in  the  transaction 
is  less  than  18%;  (b)  the  equipment  and 
accounts  receivable  to  be  used  as 
collateral  will  initially  be  more  than 
200%  of  the  amount  of  the  Loan,  and  will 
at  no  time  be  less  than  150%  of  the 
outstanding  balance  of  the  Loan;  (c)  the 
terms  of  the  Loan  are  more 
advantageous  to  the  Plan  than  the  terms 
offered  by  a  third  party  lender  for  a 
similar  loan;  (d)  each  of  the  Guarantors 
represent  that  their  personal  net  worth 
is  in  excess  of  the  amount  of  the  Loan, 
and  it  is  represented  that  the  aggregate 
net  worth  of  the  Guarantors  is  at  least 
equal  to  the  net  worth  of  the  Employer; 
(e)  the  Loan  represents  a  first  lien 
against  the  collateral;  and  (f)  an 
independent  fiduciary  has  been 
appointed  to  monitor  and  enforce  the 
terms  of  the  transaction,  and  such 
fiduciary  represents  that  the  transaction 
is  a  prudent  and  advisable  investment 
for  the  Plan. 

Tax  Consequences  of  Transaction 

The  Department  of  the  Treasury  has 
determined  that  if  a  transaction  between 
a  qualified  employee  benefit  plan  and 
its  sponsoring  employer  (or  affiliate 
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thereof)  results  in  the  plan  either  paying 
less  than  or  receiving  more  than  fair, 
market  value  such  excess  may  be 
considered  to  be  a  contribution  by  the 
sponsoring  employer  to  the  plan  and 
therefore  must  be  examined  under 
applicable  provisions  of  the  Code, 
including  sections  401(a)(404),  404  and 
415. 

Notice  to  Interested  Persons 

On  or  before  July  16, 1981,  notice  will 
be  provided  to  all  Plan  participants  by 
personal  delivery.  The  notice  will 
contain  a  copy  of  the  notice  of  pendency 
of  the  exemption  and  will  inform  the 
participant  of  his  or  her  right  to  make 
comments  and/or  request  a  hearing  on 
the  subject  exemption  proposal. 

General  Information 

The  attention  of  interested  persons  is 
directed  to  the  following: 

(1)  The  fact  that  a  transaction  is  the 
subject  of  an  exemption  under  section 
408(a)  of  the  Act  and  section  4975(c)(2) 
of  the  Code  does  not  relieve  a  fuduciary 
or  other  party  in  interest  or  disqualified 
person  from  certain  other  provisions  of 
the  Act  and  the  Code,  including  any 
prohibited  transaction  provisions  to 
which  the  exemption  does  not  apply  and 
the  general  fiduciary  responsibility 
provisions  of  section  404  of  the  Act, 
which  among  other  things  require  a 
fiduciary  to  discharge  his  duties 
respecting  the  plan  solely  in  the  interest 
of  the  participants  and  beneficiaries  of 
the  plan  and  in  a  prudent  fashion  in 
accordance  with  section  404(a)(1)(B)  of 
the  Act;  nor  does  it  affect  the 
requirement  of  section  401(a)  of  the 
Code  that  the  plan  must  operate  for  the 
exclusive  benefit  of  the  employees  of  the 
employer  maintaining  the  plan  and  their 
beneficiaries; 

(2)  The  proposed  exemption,  if 
granted,  will  not  extend  to  transactions 
prohibited  under  section  406(b)(3)  of  the 
Act  and  section  4975(c)(1)(F)  of  the 
Code: 

(3)  Before  an  exemption  may  be 
granted  imder  section  408(a)  of  the  Act 
and  section  4975(c)(2)  of  the  Code,  the 
Department  must  find  that  the 
exemption  is  administratively  feasible, 
in  the  interests  of  the  plan  and  of  its 
participants  and  beneficiaries  and 
protective  of  the  rights  of  participants 
and  beneficiaries  of  the  plan;  and 

(4)  The  proposed  exemption,  if 
granted,  will  be  supplemental  to,  and 
not  in  derogation  of,  any  other 
provisions  of  the  Act  and  the  Code, 
including  statutory  or  administrative 
exemptions  and  transitional  rules. 
Furthermore,  the  fact  that  a  transaction 
is  subject  to  an  administrative  or 


statutory  exemption  is  not  dispositive  of 
whether  the  transaction  is  in  fact  a 
prohibited  transaction. 

Written  Comments  and  Hearing 
Requests 

All  interested  ()er8ons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  comments  or  requests  for 
a  hearing  on  the  pending  exemption  to 
the  address  above,  within  the  time 
period  set  forth  above.  All  comments 
will  be  made  a  part  of  the  record. 
Comments  and  requests  for  a  hearing 
should  state  the  reasons  for  the  writer’s 
interest  in  the  pending  exemption. 
Conunents  received  will  be  available  for 
public  inspection  with  the  application 
for  exemption  at  the  address  set  forth 
above. 

Proposed  Exemption 

Based  on  the  facts  and 
representations  set  forth  in  the 
application,  the  Department  is 
considering  granting  the  requested 
exemption  under  the  authority  of  section 
408(a)  of  the  Act  and  section  4975(c)(2) 
of  the  Code  and  in  accordance  with  the 
procedures  set  forth  in  ERISA  Procedure 
75-1  (40  FR  18471,  April  28, 1975).  If  the 
exemption  is  granted,  the  restridtions  of 
section  406(a).  406(b)(1)  and  (b)(2)  of  the 
Act  and  the  sanctions  resulting  firom  the 
application  of  section  4975  of  the  Code 
shall  not  apply  to  the  Loan  of  $35,000 
from  the  Plan  to  Employer,  provided  that 
the  terms  of  the  Loan  are  at  least  as 
favorable  to  the  Plan  as  those  available 
in  an  arm’s  length  transaction  with  an 
unrelated  party. 

The  proposed  exemption,  if  granted, 
will  be  subject  to  the  express  conditions 
that  the  material  facts  and 
representations  contained  in  the 
application  are  true  and  complete,  and 
that  the  application  accurately  describes 
all  material  terms  of  the  transaction  to 
be  consummated  pursuant  to  the 
exemption. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C..  this  29th  day 
of  June  1981. 

Ian  D.  Lanoff, 

Administrator,  Pension  and  Welfare  Benefit 
Programs,  Labor-Management  ^rvices 
Administration,  Department  of  Labor. 
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[Application  No.  D-2535] 

Proposed  Exemption  for  Certain 
Transactions  Involving  the  Fazio, 
Dawson  &  Thompson,  PJ\.  Money 
Purchase  Pension  Plan  and  Trust, 
Located  in  Fort  Lauderdale,  Fla. 

agency:  Department  of  Labor. 


action:  Notice  of  proposed  exemption. 


summary:  This  document  contains  a 
notice  of  pendency  before  the 
Department  of  Labor  (the  Department) 
of  a  proposed  exemption  from  certain  of 
the  prohibited  transaction  restrictions  of 
the  Employee  Retirement  Income 
Security  Act  of  1974  (the  Act)  and  the 
Internal  Revenue  Co^  of  1954  (the 
Code).  The  proposed  exemption  would 
exempt  the  sale  by  Fazio,  Dawson  & 
’Thompson,  P.A.  Money  Purchase 
Pension  Plan  (the  Plan)  of  two  parcels  of 
property  to  D.  Fredrico  Fazio,  (the 
Trustee),  a  party  in  interest  with  respect 
to  the  Plan.  The  proposed  exemption,  if 
granted,  would  affect  the  Trustee,  the 
Plan  and  its  participants  and 
beneficiaries. 

DATES:  Written  comments  and  requests 
for  a  public  hearing  must  be  received  by 
the  Department  on  or  before  August  20. 
1981. 

ADDRESS:  All  written  comments  and 
requests  for  a  hearing  (at  least  three 
copies)  should  be  sent  to  the  Office  of 
Fiduciary  Standards,  Pension  and 
Welfare  Benefit  Programs.  Room  C- 
4526,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  200 
Constitution  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington. 
D.C.  20216.  Attention:  Application  No. 
D-2535.  The  application  for  exemption 
and  the  comments  received  will  be 
available  for  public  inspection  in  the 
Public  Documents  Room  of  Pension  and 
Welfare  Benefit  Program,  U.S. 
Department  of  Labor,  Room  N-4677, 200 
Constitution  Avenue,  N.W..  Washington. 
D.C.  20216. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Gary  Lefkowitz  of  the  Department 
telephone  (202)  523-8881.  (This  is  not  a 
toll-free  numb^.) 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Notice  iS 
hereby  given  of  the  pendency  before  the 
Department  of  an  application  for 
exemption  from  the  restrictions  of 
section  406(a),  406(b)(1)  and  (b)(2)  of  the 
Act  and  from  the  sanctions  resulting 
from  the  application  of  section  4975  of 
the  Code,  by  reason  of  section  4975(c)(1) 
(A)  though  (E)  of  the  Code.  The 
proposed  exemption  was  requested  in 
an  application  filed  on  behalf  of  the 
Plan,  pursuant  to  section  408(a)  of  the 
Act  and  section  4975(c)(2)  of  the  Code, 
and  in  accordance  with  procedures  set 
forth  in  ERISA  Procedure  75-1  (40  FR 
18471,  April  28 1975).  Effective 
December  31. 1978  section  102  of 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  4  of  1978  (43  FR 
47718  October  17, 1978]  transferred  the 
authority  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  to  issue  exemptions  of  the  type 
requested  to  the  Secret^  qf  Labor. 
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Therefore,  this  notice  of  pendency  is 
issued  solely  by  the  Department. 

Summary  of  Facts  and  Representations 

The  application  contains 
representations  with  regard  to  the 
proposed  exemption  which  are 
summarized  below.  Interested  persons 
are  referred  to  the  application  on  file 
with  the  Department  for  the  complete 
representations  of  the  applicant. 

1.  The  Plan  is  a  money  purchase 
pension  plan  with  fifteen  participants. 
The  Plan  sponsor  is  Fazio,  Dawson, 
Steinberg  &  DiSalvo,  P.A.,  (the 
Employer)  a  firm  engaged  in  the  practice 
of  law  in  Ft.  Lauderdale,  Florida.  D. 
Fredrico  Fazio  is  sole  trustee  of  the  Plan 
as  well  as  one  of  the  principals  of  the 
Employer. 

2.  The  Plan  presently  owns  two 
parcels  of  unencumbered  real  estate  (the 
Properties).  The  first  parcel  (Parcel  A) 
located  on  the  Southwest  corner  of  S.E. 
8th  Street  and  S.E.  2nd  Avenue,  in  Ft. 
Lauderdale  was  purchased  from  an 
unrelated  third  party  in  August,  1977  for 
a  price  of  $70,000.  The  second  parcel 
(Parcel  B)  located  on  the  Northeast 
corner  of  S.E.  9th  Street  and  S.E.  2nd 
Avenue,  in  Ft.  Lauderdale  was 
purchased  from  another  unrelated  third 
party  in  January,  1978  for  a  price  of 
$45,000.  Although  the  Properties  are 
located  near  one  another,  they  are  not 
adjacent.  The  Properties  were 
purchased  by  the  Trustee  as  an 
economic  investment  for  the  Plan.  They 
have  not  increased  in  value  as  expected. 
Parcel  A  has  improvements  on  it  in  the 
form  of  a  house  and  2  cottages,  whereas 
Parcel  B  is  unimproved. 

3.  The  Plan  is  in  the  process  of  being 
terminated  and  the  assets  of  the  Plan 
are  to  be  transferred  to  five  successor 
plans,  which  offer  more  favorable 
benefits  to  all  participants.  The  sale  of 
the  Properties  is  required  to  effectuate 
the  transfer  of  the  Plan  assets  to  the 
successor  plans  inasmuch  as  the  cash 
proceeds  of  the  sales  can  be  easily 
transferred  to  each  particular  successor 
plan.  If  the  Properties  are  not  sold,  the 
alternative  method  of  distributing  Plan 
assets  will  be  to  deed  each  successor 
plan  an  interest  in  the  Properties. 

4.  It  is  proposed  that  the  Trustee 
purchase  the  Properties  for  their  market 
value.  He  would  then  build  a  small 
office  building  on  Parcel  A  and  possibly 
convert  Parcel  B  to  allow  for  parking 
space.  The  sale  would  be  a  one  time 
transaction  with  the  entire  purchase 
price  to  be  paid  in  cash  or  certified 
check  at  closing.  No  sales  commission 
will  be  charged  and  the  Trustee  will  pay 
all  expenses  incidental  to  the  sale. 

5.  The  properties  have  been 
appraised  by  Robert  T.  Hinton,  M.A.I., 


S.R.E.A.,  president  of  Hinton  & 
Associates,  Inc.  He  represents  that  he  is 
independent  of  all  the  parties  involved. 
The  appraisals,  dated  February  19, 1981 
represent  that  the  fair  market  value  of 
Parcel  A  is  $90,000  and  the  fair  market 
value  of  Parcel  B  is  $64,400. 

6.  In  summary,  the  applicant 
represents  that  the  proposed  transaction 
satisfies  the  criteria  of  section  408(a)  of 
the  Act  because  (a)  the  sale  of  the 
Properties  is  required  to  effectuate  the 
transfer  of  Plan  assets  to  five  successor 
plans  which  offer  more  favorable 
benefits  to  the  participants;  (b)  the  sale 
would  be  a  one  time  transaction  with 
the  purchase  price  to  be  paid  at  closing; 
(c)  all  expenses  incidental  to  the  sale 
will  be  borne  by  the  Trustee;  (d)  no 
sales  commission  is  to  be  charged  to  the 
Plan:  (e)  the  Properties  will  be  sold  at 
their  current  fair  market  value  as 
determined  by  a  qualified  independent 
appraiser;  and  (f)  the  Trustee  has 
determined  that  the  proposed 
transaction  is  appropriate  for  the  Plan 
and  in  the  best  interests  of  the  Plan’s 
participants  and  beneficiaries. 

Notice  to  Interested  Persons 

On  or  before  July  16, 1981,  all 
participants  of  the  Plan  will  receive  by 
personal  delivery  a  copy  of  the  notice  of 
pendency  and  a  statement  that  any 
interested  person  may  comment  and/or 
request  that  a  hearing  be  held.  The  same 
notice  will  be  mailed  to  those  interested 
persons  who  are  no  longer  employed  by 
the  Employer. 

General  Information 

The  attention  of  interested  persons  is 
directed  to  the  following: 

(1)  The  fact  that  a  transaction  is  the 
subject  of  an  exemption  under  section 
408(a)  of  the  Act  and  section  4975(c)(2) 
of  the  Code  does  not  relieve  a  fiduciary 
or  other  party  in  interest  or  disqualified 
person  from  certain  other  provisions  of 
the  Act  and  the  Code,  including  any 
prohibited  transaction  provisions  to 
which  the  exemption  does  not  apply  and 
the  general  fiduciary  responsibility 
provisions  of  section  404  of  the  Act, 
which  among  other  things  require  a 
fiduciary  to  discharg?his  duties 
respecting  the  plan  solely  in  the  interest 
of  the  participants  and  beneficiaries  of 
the  plan  and  in  a  prudent  fashion  in 
accordance  with  section  404(a)(1)(B)  of 
the  Act;  nor  does  it  affect  the 
requirement  of  section  401(a)  of  the 
Code  that  the  plan  must  operate  for  the 
exclusive  benefit  of  the  employees  of  the 
employer  maintaining  the  plan  and  their 
beneficiaries; 

(2)  The  proposed  exemption,  if 
granted,  will  not  extend  to  transactions 
prohibited  under  section  406(b)(3)  of  the 
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Act  and  section  4975(c)(1)(F)  of  the 
Code; 

(3)  Before  an  exemption  may  be 
granted  under  section  408(a)  of  the  Act 
and  section  4975(c)(2)  of  the  Code,  the 
Department  must  find  that  the 
exemption  is  administratively  feasible, 
in  the  interests  of  the  plan  and  of  its 
participants  and  beneficiaries  and 
protective  of  the  rights  of  participants 
and  beneficiaries  of  the  plan;  and 

(4)  The  proposed  exemption,  if 
granted,  will  be  supplemental  to,  and 
not  in  derogation  of,  any  other 
provisions  of  the  Act  and  the  Code, 
including  statutory  or  administrative 
exemptions  and  transitional  rules. 
Furthermore,  the  fact  that  a  transaction 
is  subject  to  an  administrative  or 
statutory  exemption  is  not  dispositive  of 
whether  the  transaction  is  in  fact  a 
prohibited  transaction. 

Written  Comments  and  Hearing 
Requests 

All  interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  comments  or  requests  for 
a  hearing  on  the  pending  exemption  to 
the  address  above,  within  the  time 
period  set  forth  above.  All  comments 
will  be  made  a  part  of  the  record. 
Comments  and  requests  for  a  hearing 
should  state  the  reasons  for  the  writer's 
interest  in  the  pending  exemption. 
Comments  received  will  be  available  for 
public  inspection  with  the  application 
for  exemption  at  the  address  set  forth 
above. 

Proposed  Exemption 

Based  on  the  facts  and 
representations  set  forth  in  the 
application,  the  Department  is 
considering  granting  the  requested 
exemption  under  the  authority  of  section 
408(a]  of  the  Act  and  section  4975(c)(2) 
of  the  Code  and  in  accordance  with  the 
procedures  set  forth  in  ERISA  Procedure 
75-1  (40  FR  18471,  April  28, 1975).  If  the 
exemption  is  granted,  the  restrictions  of 
section  406(a),  406  (b)(1)  and  (b)(2)  of  the 
Act  and  the  sanctions  resulting  from  the 
application  of  section  4975  of  the  Code, 
by  reason  of  section  4975(c)(1)  (A) 
through  (E)  of  the  Code  shall  not  apply 
to  the  cash  sale  by  the  Plan  of  two 
parcels  of  property,  one  located  on  the 
Southwest  corner  of  S.E.  8th  Street  and 
S.E.  2nd  Avenue,  in  Ft.  Lauderdale, 
Florida  and  the  other  located  on  the 
Northeast  comer  of  S.E.  9th  Street  and 
S.E.  2nd  Avenue,  in  Ft.  Lauderdale, 
Florida,  to  the  Trustee  of  the  Plan  for 
$90,000  and  $64,000  respectively, 
provided  that  these  amounts  are  at  least 
the  fair  market  value  of  the  Properties 
on  the  date  of  sale. 
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The  proposed  exemption,  if  granted, 
will  be  subject  to  the  express  condition 
that  the  material  facts  and 
representations  contained  in  the 
application  are  true  and  complete,  and 
that  the  application  accurately  describes 
all  material  terms  of  the  transaction  to 
be  consummated  pursuant  to  the 
exemption. 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C.,  this  29th  day 
of  June  1981. 

Ian  D.  Lanoff, 

Administrator,  Pension  and  Welfare  Benefit 
Programs,  Labor-Management  Services 
Administration,  Department  of  Labor. 

(FTl  Doc.  61-19697  Filed  7-2-61: 6:45  am| 

BIUINO  CODE  4510-29-M 


{Application  Nos.  L-2470  and  L-2524t 

Proposed  Exemption  for  Certain 
Transactions  Involving  the  Hudson 
Valley  District  Councii  of  Carpenters 
Annuity  Fund  and  the  Hudson  Valley 
District  Councii  of  Carpenters  Training 
Fund  Located  in  Oneonta,  N.Y. 
agency:  Department  of  Labor. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  exemption. 

summary:  This  document  contains  a 
notice  of  pendency  before  the 
Department  of  Labor  (the  Department) 
of  a  proposed  exemption  from  certain  of 
the  prohibited  transaction  restrictions  of 
the  Employee  Retirement  Income 
Security  Act  of  1974  (the  Act).  The 
proposed  exemption  would  exempt  the 
transfer  of  assets  by  the  Hudson  Valley 
District  Council  of  Carpenters  Annuity 
Fund  (Annuity  Fund)  to  the  Hudson 
Valley  District  Council  of  Carpenters 
Training  Fund  (Training  Fund, 
collectively,  the  Funds).  The  proposed 
exemption,  if  granted,  would  affect  the 
funds  and  their  participants, 
beneflciaries  and  trustees  (Trustees). 
dates:  Written  comments  and  requests 
for  a  public  hearing  must  be  received  by 
the  Department  on  or  before  August  21, 
1981. 

ADDRESS:  All  written  comments  and 
requests  for  a  hearing  (at  least  three 
copies)  should  be  sent  to  the  Office  of 
Fiduciary  Standards.  Pension  and 
Welfare  Benefit  Programs,  Room  C- 
4526,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  200 
Constitution  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20216.  Attention;  Application  Nos. 
L-2470  and  L-2524.  The  applications  for 
exemption  and  the  comments  received 
will  be  available  for  public  inspection  in 
the  Public  Documents  Room  of  Pension 
and  Welfare  Benefit  Programs,  U.S. 
Department  of  Labor,  Room  N-4677,  200 
Constitution  Avenue,  N.W.,  W'ashington, 
D.C.  20216. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  . 

Mr.  Robert  Sandler  of  the  Department. 


telephone  (202)  526-8195.  (this  is  not  a 
toll-free  number.) 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  pendency  before  the 
Department  of  two  applications  for 
exemption  firom  the  restrictions  of 
section  406(b)(2)  of  the  Act.  The 
proposed  exemption  was  requested  in 
two  applications  filed  on  behalf  of  the 
Funds,  pursuant  to  section  408(a)  of  the 
Act  and  in  accordance  with  procedures 
set  forth  in  ERISA  Procedure  75-1  (40  FR 
18471,  April  28. 1975). 

Summary  of  Facts  and  Representations 

The  applications  contain 
representations  with  regard  to  the 
proposed  exemption  which  are 
summarized  below.  Interested  persons 
are  referred  to  the  applications  on  file 
with  the  Department  for  the  complete 
representations  of  the  applicants. 

1.  The  Annuity  Fund  and  the  Training 
Fund  are  collectively  bargained 
multiemployer  plans  established  in 
accordance  with  section  302(c)(5)  of  the 
Labor-Management  Relations  Act  of 
1947,  as  amended.  Employer 
contributions  to  the  Annuity  Fund, 
which  was  a  money  purchse  pension 
plan  ceased  on  July  22. 1970,  on  which 
date  the  Annuity  Fund  had  2,279 
participants.  All  former  participants  of 
the  terminated  Annuity  Fund  are  eligible 
to  participate  in  the  Training  Fund, 
which  is  a  welfare  plan  established  for 
the  purpose  of  training  and  educating 
journeymen  and  apprentice  carpenters. 
The  same  six  individuals  serve  as 
Trustees  of  both  Funds. 

2.  Upon  the  termination  of  the  Annuity 
Fund,  the  Trustees  sent  checks 
representing  each  participant's  vested 
interest  to  the  participant’s  last  known 
address.  The  Trustees  were  unable  to 
locate  a  number  of  participants  by  mail. 
With  regard  to  such  participants,  the 
Trustees  have  made  repeated  inquiries 
as  to  their  whereabouts  at  the  offices  of 
the  Hudson  Valley  District  Council  of 
Carpenters  (the  Union)  and  at  Union 
meetings.  Despite  their  efforts,  the 
Trustees  have  been  unable  to  locate  any 
Annuity  Fund  participants  since  early 
1979.  As  of  March  4, 1981,  a  total  of  171 
Annuity  Fund  participants  had  not  been 
located. 

3.  The  Trustees  therefore  propose  to 
transfer  the  remaining  assets  of  the 
Annuity  Fund,  which  totaled  $36,144  as 
of  November  21, 1979,  to  the  Training 
Fund.  The  Trustees  state  that  this 
transfer  of  assets  would  eliminate  the 
administrative  costs  associated  with  the 
continued  maintenance  of  the  Annuity 
Fund  and  would  permit  the  Training 
Fund  to  utilize  the  transferred  funds  for 


training  and  educational  programs  that 
all  former  Annuity  Fund  participants  are 
eligible  for. 

4.  The  Trustees  have  agreed  that  the 
Training  Fund  will  indeauiify  the 
Annuity  Fund  against  any  benefit  claims 
made  by  any  of  the  171  Annuity  Fund 
participants  who  have  not  yet  been 
located.  The  Training  Fimd  had  net 
assets  of  $56,552.94  as  of  December  31. 
1979. 

5.  The  Trustees  represent  that  the 
proposed  transaction  will  satisfy  the 
statutory  criteria  of  section  408(a)  of  the 
Act  due  to  the  foUowing: 

a.  It  is  a  one-time  transfer  of  assets  by 

the  terminated  Annuity  Fund  to  the  i 
Training  Fund,  which  would  eliminate 
the  administrative  costs  of  maintaining 
the  Annuity  Fund;  i 

b.  The  Trustees  have  made  numerous 
attempts  to  locate  all  Aimuity  Fund 
participants  with  vested  benefits  but 
have  not  located  any  such  participants 
since  early  1979; 

c.  The  Training  Fund  would  use  the 
transferred  funds  for  training  and 
educational  programs  that  all  former 
Annuity  Fund  participants  are  eligible 
for.  and 

d.  The  Training  Fund  would  indemnify 
the  Annuity  Fund  against  any  benefits 
claims  made  by  any  of  the  171  Annuity 
Fund  participants  who  have  not  been 
located. 

Notice  to  Interested  Persons 

Notice  of  the  proposed  exemption  will 
be  given  to  ail  interested  persons 
including  the  participants  and 
beneficiaries  of  the  Funds,  by  mailing 
the  notice  to  beneficiaries  and  by 
posting  the  notice  at  Union  meeting 
places  for  participants.  The  notice  will 
be  provided  on  or  before  July  21. 1981. 
and  will  inform  each  recipient  of  his 
right  to  comment  on  or  request  a  hearing 
regarding  the  proposed  exemption. 

General  Information 

The  attention  of  interested  persons  is 
directed  to  the  following: 

(1)  The  fact  that  a  transaction  is  the 
subject  of  an  exemption  imder  section 
408(a)  of  the  Act  does  not  relieve  a 
fiduciary  or  other  party  in  interest  from 
certain  other  provisions  of  the  Act. 
including  any  prohibited  transaction 
provisions  to  which  the  exemption  does 
not  apply  and  the  general  fiduciary 
responsibility  provisions  of  section  404 
of  the  Act,  which  among  other  things 
require  a  fiduciary  to  discharge  his 
duties  respecting  the  plan  solely  in  the 
interest  of  the  participants  and 
beneficiaries  of  the  plan  and  in  a 
prudent  fashion  in  accordance  with 
section  404(a)(lKB)  of  the  Act; 
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(2)  The  proposed  exemption,  if 
granted,  will  not  extend  to  transactions 
prohibited  under  section  406(a],  406 
(b)(1)  and  (b)(3)  of  the  Act 

(3)  Before  an  exemption  may  be 
granted  under  section  408(a)  of  the  Act, 
the  Department  must  find  that  the 
exemption  is  administratively  feasible, 
in  the  interests  of  the  plan  and  of  its 
participants  and  beneficiaries  and 
protective  of  the  rights  of  participants 
and  beneHciaries  of  the  plan;  and 

(4)  The  proposed  exemption,  if 
granted,  will  be  supplemental  to.  and 
not  in  derogation  of,  any  other 
provisions  of  the  Act,  including 
statutory  or  administrative  exemptions 
and  transitional  rules.  Furthermore,  the 
fact  that  a  transaction  is  subject  to  an 
administrative  or  statutory  exemption  is 
not  dispositive  of  whether  the 
transaction  is  in  fact  a  prohibited 
transaction. 

Written  Comments  and  Hearing 
Requests 

I , . 

All  interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  comments  or  requests  for 
a  hearing  on  the  pending  exemption  to 
the  address  above,  within  the  time 
period  set  forth  above.  All  comments 
will  be  made  a  part  of  the  record. 
Comments  and  requests  for  a  hearing 
should  state  the  reasons  for  the  writer’s 
interest  in  the  pending  exemption. 
Comments  received  will  be  available  for 
public  inspection  with  the  application 
for  exemption  at  the  address  set  forth 
above. 

Proposed  Exemption 

Based  on  the  facts  and 
representations  set  forth  in  the 
application,  the  Department  is 
considering  granting  the  requested 
exemption  under  the  authority  of  section 
408(a)  of  the  Act  and  in  accordance  with 
the  procedures  set  forth  in  ERISA 
Procedure  75-1  (40  FR  18471,  April  28, 
1975).  If  the  exemption  is  granted,  the 
restrictions  of  section  406(b)(2)  of  the 
Act  shall  not  apply  to  the  transfer  of  the 
remaining  assets  of  the  Annuity  Fund  to 
the  Training  Fund  as  described  above. 

The  proposed  exemption,  if  granted, 
will  be  subject  to  the  express  conditions 
that  the  material  facts  and 
representations  contained  in  the 
applications  are  true  and  complete,  and 
that  the  applications  accurately  describe 
all  material  terms  of  the  transaction  to 
be  consummated  pursuant  to  the 
exemption. 


Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  29th  day 
of  June  1981. 

Ian  D.  Lanoff, 

Administrator,  Pension  and  Welfare  Benefit 
Programs,  Labor-Management  Services 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor. 
|FR  Doc.  81-19698  Filed  7-2-81: 8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  4510-7S-M 


[Application  No.  D-2347] 

Proposed  Exemption  for  Certain 
Transactions  involving  the  Marr, 

Knapp  &  Crawfis  Associates,  Inc., 

Profit  Sharing  Trust  Located  in  New 
Philadelphia,  Ohio 

agency:  Department  of  Labor. 
action:  Notice  of  proposed  exemption. 

summary:  This  document  contains  a 
notice  of  pendency  before  the 
Department  of  Labor  (the  Department) 
of  a  proposed  exemption  from  certain  of 
the  prohibited  transaction  restrictions  of 
the  Employee  Retirement  Income 
Security  Act  of  1974  (the  Act)  and  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954  (the 
Code).  The  proposed  exemption  would 
exempt  the  sale  by  the  Marr,  Knapp  & 
Crawfis  Associates,  Inc.,  Profit  Sharing 
Trust  (the  Plan)  of  a  parcel  of 
unimproved  real  property  to  a 
partnership  (the  Partnership]  which  is 
comprised  of  individuals  who  are 
members  of  the  Marr,  Knapp  &  Crawfis 
Associates,  Inc.  (the  Employer],  the 
professional  corporation  which  sponsors 
the  Plan.  The  proposed  exemption,  if 
granted,  would  affect  the  Partnership, 
and  the  participants  and  beneHciaries  of 
the  Plan. 

date:  Written  comments  and  requests 
for  a  public  hearing  must  be  received  by 
the  Department  on  or  before  August  24, 
1981. 

ADDRESS:  All  written  comments  and 
requests  for  a  hearing  (at  least  three 
copies)  should  be  sent  to  the  Office  of 
Fiduciary  Standards,  Pension  and 
Welfare  Benefit  Programs,  Room  C- 
4526,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  200 
Constitution  Avenue  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20216,  Attention:  Application  No. 
D-2347.  The  application  for  exemption 
and  the  comments  received  will  be 
available  for  public  inspection  in  the 
Public  Documents  Room  of  Pension  and 
Welfare  Benefit  Programs,  U.S. 
Department  of  Labor,  Room  N-4677,  200 
Constitution  Avenue  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20216. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

Mr.  Alan  Levitas  of  the  Department; 
telephone  (202)  523-8884.  (This  is  not  a 
toll-free  number.) 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  pendency  before  the 


Department  of  an  application  for 
exemption  from  the  restrictions  of 
sections  406(a),  406  (b)(1)  and  (b)(2)  of 
the  Act  and  frtnn  the  sanctions  resulting 
from  the  application  of  section  4875  of 
the  Code,  by  reeison  of  section  4975(c)(l} 
(A)  through  (E)  of  the  Code.  The 
proposed  exemption  was  requested  in 
an  application  filed  on  behalf  of  the 
Plan,  pursuant  to  section  408(a)  of  the 
Act  and  section  4975(c)(2)  of  the  Code, 
and  in  accordance  with  procedures  set 
forth  in  ERISA  Procedure  75-1  (40  FR 
18471,  April  28, 1975).  Effective 
December  31, 1978,  section  102  of 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  4  of  1978  (43  FR 
47713,  October  17, 1978)  transferred  the 
authority  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  to  issue  exemptions  of  the  type 
requested  to  the  Secretary  of  Labor. 
Therefore,  this  notice  of  pendency  is 
issued  solely  by  the  Department. 

Summary  of  Facts  and  Representations 

The  application  contains 
representations  with  regard  to  the 
proposed  exemption  which  are 
summarized  below.  Interested  persons 
are  referred  to  the  application  on  file 
with  the  Department  for  the  complete 
representations  of  the  applicant. 

1.  The  Plan  had  32  participants  as  of 
December  8, 1980.  Total  Plan  assets 
were  valued  at  $768,466  on  December  31. 
1979.  The  trustee  of  record  for  the  Plan 
is  Richard  C.  Rea  (the  Trustee).  The 
Trustee  is  not  an  officer  or  director  of 
the  Employer  or  any  related  party,  nor 
does  he  have  an  interest  in  the 
Partnership.  The  Trustee’s  accounting 
firm  has  for  some  time  done  the 
accounting  work,  both  for  the  Employer 
and  the  Plan.  The  Employer  is  a 
professional  corporation  organized 
under  the  Professional  Corporation  Act 
of  Ohio  engaged  in  the  business  of 
providing  architectural  services  through 
its  licensed  architect  employees. 

2.  On  September  17, 1977,  the  Plan 
purchased  a  1.048  acre  tract  of 
unimproved  real  property  from  an 
unrelated  third  party  for  a  purchase 
price  of  $35,000.  At  the  time  the  property 
was  purchased,  it  was  the  intent  of  the 
Trustee  to  erect  a  building  project  on  the 
site  for  lease  to  the  Employer.  However, 
no  firm  decision  had  been  made  that  the 
Plan  would  erect,  own,  and  lease  the 
entire  facility.  The  Trustee  also 
considered  the  possibility  of  the  Plan 
entering  into  a  land  lease  whereby  it 
would  receive  regular  income  from  the 
property  or  enter  into  a  joint  venture 
agreement  with  either  the  Employer  or 
another  building  entity.  Subsequently, 
the  Trustee  was  advised  as  to  the 
various  problems  of  a  transaction 
between  the  Plan  and  a  party  in  interest 
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as  well  as  the  effect  of  certain  rulings 
concerning  acquisition,  debt  and 
unrelated  business  income  taxes.  The 
Trustee  was  also  sensitive  to  the  fact 
that  the  construction  of  an  office 
building  with  assets  of  the  Plan,  without 
additional  participation  involved  in  the 
construction  financing,  would  result  in 
the  Plan  not  being  diversified  by  having 
a  high  percentage  of  its  assets 
committed  to  an  illiquid  investment. 

Therefore,  the  Trustee  has  decided  to 
sell  the  property  to  the  Partnership  for  a 
price  which  is  equal  to  the  highest  of:  its 
current  fair  market  value  as  determined 
by  an  independent  appraisal;  the 
amount  of  any  legitimate  offer  received 
from  an  unrelated  third  party  prior  to 
the  consummation  of  the  transaction;  or 
the  then  current  market  value  of  the 
parcel  at  the  time  the  transaction  is 
consummated.  Since  the  Plan  purchased 
the  property,  it  has  spent  an  additional 
$3,364.38  for  the  installation  of  a  sewer 
line  and  real  estate  taxes.  At  the  time  of 
closing  the  Plan  received  a  credit  of 
$176.65  for  a  tax  proration  and  transfer 
fee.  Thus,  the  net  amount  invested  by 
the  Plan  is  $38,187.73.  The  proposed 
transaction  would  allow  the  Plan  to 
divest  itself  of  a  non-income  producing 
investment  at  a  small  profit  and  avoid 
the  prohibited  transaction  difficulties 
which  it  would  incur  if  it  involved  itself 
in  any  form  of  participation  in  the 
construction  of  the  office  complex. 

3.  The  proposed  sale  will  be  a  cash 
transaction  with  all  expenses  or 
commissions  incidental  to  the  sale  to  be 
paid  by  the  Partnership.  The  purchase 
price  is  to  be  paid  in  full  at  the  time  of 
the  closing. 

4.  Some  inquires  have  been  received 
from  third  parties  concerning  the  sale  of 
this  property,  but  no  offer  has  been 
received. 

5.  An  appraisal  of  the  property  was 
made  by  Charles  G.  Snyder  G.R.I.  of 
Snyder  Realty,  New  Philadelphia,  Ohio. 
The  appraisal,  dated  November  10, 1980, 
set  the  fair  market  value  of  the  property 
at  $40,000.  Mr.  Snyder  is  independent  of 
and  unrelated  to  the  Plan,  the 
Partnership,  or  the  Employer. 

6.  In  summary,  the  applicant 
represents  that  the  proposed  sale  of  the 
parcel  of  property  by  the  Plan  to  the 
Partnership  satisfles  the  criteria  of 
section  408(a)  of  the  Act  because:  (a)  the 
sale  is  a  one  time  transaction  for  cash; 
(b)  no  sales  commission  will  be  paid;  (c) 
the  purchase  price  will  be  the  current 
fair  market  value  as  determined  by  a 
qualiffed  independent  real  estate 
appraiser,  the  amount  of  any  legitimate 
offer  received  by  an  unrelated  third 
party,  or  the  current  market  value  of  the 
parcel  at  the  time  the  transaction  is 
consummated,  whichever  is  highest;  and 


(d)  the  Trustee  believes  the  proposed 
transaction  is  appropriate  for  the  Plan 
and  is  in  the  best  interest  of  the  Plan 
and  its  participants  and  beneficiaries. 

Notice  to  Interested  Persons 

On  or  before  July  21, 1981,  the  Plan 
Trustee  will  mail  or  deliver  personally 
to  each  participant  a  copy  of  the  notice 
of  pendency  and  a  statement  that  any 
interested  person  may  comment  and/or 
request  that  a  hearing  be  held. 

General  Information 

The  attention  of  interested  persons  is 
directed  to  the  following: 

(1)  The  fact  that  a  transaction  is  the 
subject  of  an  exemption  under  section 
408(a)  of  the  Act  and  section  4975(c)(2) 
of  the  Code  does  not  relieve  a  fiduciary 
or  other  party  in  interest  or  disqualified 
person  from  certain  other  provisions  of 
the  Act  and  the  Code,  including  any 
prohibited  transaction  provisions  to 
which  the  exemption  does  not  apply  and 
the  geneal  fiduciary  responsibility 
provisions  of  section  404  of  the  Act, 
which  among  other  things  require  a 
fiduciary  to  discharge  his  duties 
respecting  the  plan  solely  in  the  interest 
of  ffie  participants  and  beneficiaries  of 
the  plan  and  in  a  prudent  fashion  in 
accordance  with  section  404(a)(1)(B)  of 
the  Act;  nor  does  it  affect  the 
requirement  of  section  401(a)  of  the 
Code  that  the  plan  must  operate  for  the 
exclusive  benefit  of  the  employees  of  the 
employer  maintaining  the  plan  and  their 
beneficiaries; 

(2)  The  proposed  exemption,  if 
granted,  will  not  extend  to  transactions 
prohibited  under  section  406(b)(3)  of  the 
Act  and  section  4975(c)(1)(F)  of  the 
Code; 

(3)  Before  an  exemption  may  be 
granted  under  section  408(a)  of  the  Act 
and  section  4975(c)(2)  of  the  Code,  the 
Department  must  find  that  the 
exemption  is  admimstratively  feasible, 
in  the  interests  of  The  plan  and  of  its 
participants  and  beneficiaries  and 
protective  of  the  rights  of  participants 
and  beneficiaries  of  the  plan;  and 

(4)  The  proposed  exemption,  if 
granted,  will  be  supplemental  to,  and 
not  in  derogation  of,  any  other 
provisions  of  the  Act  and  the  Code, 
including  statutory  or  administrative 
exemptions  and  transitional  rules. 
Furthermore,  the  fact  that  a  transaction 
is  subject  to  an  administrative  or 
statutory  exemption  is  not  dispositive  of 
whether  the  transaction  is  in  fact  a 
prohibited  transaction. 

Written  Comments  and  Hearing 
Requests 

All  interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  comments  or  requests  for 


a  hearing  on  the  pending  exemption  to 
the  address  above,  within  the  time 
period  set  forth  above.  All  comments 
will  be  made  a  part  of  the  record. 
Comments  and  requests  for  a  hearing 
should  state  the  reasons  for  the  writer's 
interest  in  the  pending  exemption. 
Comments  received  will  be  available  for 
public  inspection  with  the  application 
for  exemption  at  the  address  set  forth 
above. 

Proposed  Exemption 

Based  on  the  facts  and 
representations  set  forth  in  the 
application,  the  Department  is 
considering  granting  the  requested 
exemption  under  the  authority  of  section 
408(a)  of  the  Act  and  section  4975(cH2) 
of  the  Code  and  in  accordance  with  the 
procedures  set  forth  in  ERISA  Procedure 
75-1  (40  FR 18471,  April  28, 1975).  If  the 
exemption  is  granted,  the  restrictions  of 
section  406(a),  406  (b)(1)  and  (b)(2)  of  the 
Act  and  the  sanctions  resulting  from  the 
application  of  section  4975  of  the  Code, 
by  reason  of  section  4975(c)(1)  (A) 
through  (E)  of  the  Code  shall  not  apply 
to  the  cash  sale  by  the  Plan  to  the 
Partnership  of  a  1.048  acre  tract  of 
property  located  on  Wabash  Avenue,  in 
New  Philadelphia,  Ohio  provided  the 
price  paid  is  no  less  than  the  fair  market 
value  of  the  property  at  the  date  of  sale. 

The  proposed  exemption,  if  granted, 
will  be  subject  to  the  express  conditions 
that  the  material  facts  and 
representations  contained  in  the 
application  are  true  and  complete,  and 
that  the  application  accurately  describes 
all  material  terms  of  the  transaction  to 
be  consummated  pursuant  to  the 
exemption. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C..  diis  26th  day 
of  June  1981. 

Ian  D.  Lanoff, 

Administrator,  Pension  and  Welfare  Benefit 
Programs,  Labor-Management  ^rvices 
Administration,  US.  Department  of  Labor. 

(FR  Doc.  61-10699  Filed  7-Z-Bl;  MS  aB| 
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[AppHcation  No.  D-2207] 

Proposed  Exemption  for  Certain 
Transactions  involving  the  William  S. 
McAfee,  M.D.,  Inc.,  Revised  Profit 
Sharing  Plan  and  Trust  Located  in 
Monterey,  Calif. 

agency:  Department  of  Labor. 
action:  Notice  of  proposed  exemption. 

summary:  This  document  contains  a  ' 
notice  of  pendency  before  the 
Department  of  Labor  (the  Department) 
of  a  proposed  exemption  fiom  certain  of 
the  prohibited  transaction  restrictions  of 
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the  Employee  Retirement  Income 
Security  Act  of  1974  (the  Act)  and  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954  (the 
Code).  The  proposed  exemption  would 
exempt  the  cash  sale  of  an  interest  in  a 
parcel  of  unimproved  real  property  by 
the  William  S.  McAfee,  M.D.,  Inc. 

Revised  Profit  Sharing  Plan  and  Trust 
(the  Plan)  to  William  S.  McAfee,  M.D. 

(Dr.  McAfee),  a  party  in  interest  with 
respect  to  the  Plan.  The  proposed 
exemption,  if  granted,  would  affect 
participants  and  beneficiaries  of  the 
Plan  and  Dr.  McAfee. 

DATES:  Written  comments  and  requests 
for  a  public  hearing  must  be  received  by 
the  Department  on  or  before  August  17, 
1981. 

ADDRESS:  All  written  comments  and 
requests  for  a  hearing  (at  least  three 
copies)  should  be  sent  to  the  Office  of 
Fiduciary  Standards,  Pension  and 
Welfare  Benefit  Programs,  Room  C- 
4526,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  200 
Constitution  Avenue,  N.W„  Washington, 
D.C.  20216,  Attention:  Application  No. 
D-2207.  The  application  for  exemption 
and  the  comments  received  will  be  - 
available  for  public  inspection  in  the 
Public  Documents  Room  of  Pension  and 
Welfare  Benefit  Programs,  U.S. 
Department  of  Labor,  Room  N-4677,  200 
Constitution  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20216. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Alan  H.  Levitas  of  the  Department, 
telephone  (202)  523-8884.  (This  is  not  a 
toll-free  number.) 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  pendency  before  the 
Department  of  an  application  for 
exemption  from  the  restrictions  of 
section  406(a)  and  406  (b)(1)  and  (b)(2) 
of  the  Act  and  from  the  sanctions 
resulting  from  the  application  of  section 
4975  of  the  Code,  by  reason  of  section 
4975(c)(1)  (A)  through  (E)  of  the  Code. 
The  proposed  exemption  was  requested 
in  an  application  filed  by  legal  counsel 
for  the  Plan,  pursuant  to  section  408(a) 
of  the  Act  and  section  4075(c)(2)  of  the 
Code,  and  in  accordance  with 
procedures  set  forth  in  ERISA  Procedure 
75-1  (40  FR  184^1,  April  28, 1975). 
Effective  December  31, 1978,  section  102 
of  Reorganization  Plan  No.  4  of  1978  (43 
FR  47713,  October  17, 1978)  transferred 
the  authority  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  to  issue  exemptions  of  the  type 
requested  to  the  Secretary  of  Labor. 

Th  refore,  this  notice  of  pendency  is 
issued  solely  by  the  Department. 

Suiqmary  of  Facts  and  Representations 

The  application  contains 
representations  with  regard  to  the 
proposed  exemption  which  are 
summarized  below.  Interested  persons 


are  referred  to  the  application  on  file 
with  the  Department  for  the  complete 
representations  of  the  applicant. 

1.  The  Plan  is  a  profit  sharing  plan 
with  3  participants  and  total  assets  as  of 
June  30, 1980  of  $154,423.  Dr.  McAfee  is 
the  sole  shareholder,  a  member  of  the 
Board  of  Directors,  and  the  president  of 
William  S.  McAfee,  M.D.,  Inc.,  the 
employer  of  all  employees  who  are 
participants  in  the  Plan.  Security  Pacific 
National  Bank  of  Monterey,  California  is 
the  Plan  trustee. 

2.  In  June  and  August  1974,  the  Plan 
acquired  a  67.14%  interest  in  one-half  a 
parcel  of  unimproved  real  property  (the 
Property)  located  on  Cass  Street  in 
Monterey,  California  for  $23,500.  The 
Plan  acquired  its  interest  from  Dr. 
McAfee.  The  entire  parcel  of  real 
property  was  appraised  on  January  12, 
1981  by  Austin  E.  Mullin  of  H.  Seyferth 
Associates  Real  Estate  Appraisers,  an 
independent  appraiser,  as  having  a  fair 
market  value  of  $316,500.  Mr.  Mullin 
appraised  the  Plan’s  partial  interest  in 
the  Property  at  $106,249. 

3.  The  Plan  proposes  to  sell  its  interest 
in  the  Property  to  Dr.  McAfee  for 
$106,249  in  cash,  its  appraised  value. 

The  Plan  will  pay  no  sales  commission 
or  other  fees  or  expenses  with  respect  to 
the  sale  of  its  interest  in  the  Property. 

4.  The  parcel  in  which  the  Plan  shares  ' 
ownerdiiip  cannot  be  developed  without 
the  use  of  an  adjoining  parcel  which  is 
not  owned  by  the  Plan.  For  this  reason, 
the  applicant  represents  that  the 
Property  could  remain  unproductive  and 
non-income  producing  for  a  significant 
period  of  time  if  the  Plan  is  not  able  to 
take  advantage  of  this  opportunity.  The 
conten^ilated  sale  will  allow  the  Plan  to 
sell  its  interest  in  the  Property  for  its 
best  possible  use  (i.e.  development  of 
medical  center  per  appraisal),  without 
paying  a  commission.  The  Plan's 
liquidity  will  be  enhanced  since  the 
Plan’s  interest  in  the  Property  represents 
approximately  60  percent  of  the  Plan’s 
assets. 

5.  The  Plan’s  trustee,  an  independent 
fiduciary  who  was  appointed  on  April 
21, 1981,  has  reviewed  the  proposed 
transaction  and  found  that  $106,249  is  a 
fair,  prudent  and  reasonable  sales  price 
for  the  Plan’s  interest  in  the  Property. 
Further,  the  trustee  represents  that 
additional  diversification  of  the  Plan’s 
investments  would  be  prudent  and 
desirable  and  that  conversion  erf  the 
Plan’s  interest  in  the  Property  inta liquid 
capital  would  be  in  the  Plan’s  best 
interest. 

6.  In  summary,  the  applicant 
represents  that  the  proposed  transaction 
meets  the  statutory  criteria  of  section 
408(a)  of  the  Act  because  (1)  it  is  a  one 
time  transaction  for  cash,  (2)  the  Plan 


will  be  able  to  divest  itself  of  a  non¬ 
income  producing  asset,  without  paying 
a  commission,  (3)  the  amount  to  be  paid 
for  the  Property  is  the  fair  market  value 
as  determined  by  an  independent 
appraiser,  (4)  the  Plan’s  liquidity  will  be 
enhanced  and  (5)  the  Plan’s  trustee  has 
determined  that  the  transaction  is 
appropriate  for  the  Plan  and  is  in  the 
best  interests  of  the  Plan’s  participants 
and  beneficiaries. 

Notice  to  Interested  Persons 

Notice  will  be  hand  delivered  to  all 
Plan  participaitts  on  or  before  July  16, 
1981.  Such  notice  shall  include  a  copy  of 
the  notice  of  pendency  of  the  exemption 
as  proposed  in  the  Federal  Register  and 
shall  inform  Plan  participants  of  their 
right  to  comment  and  request  a  hearing 
within  the  time  period  set  forth  in  the 
notice  of  proposed  exemption. 

General  Information 

The  attention  of  interested  persons  is 
directed  to  the  following: 

(1)  The  fact  that  a  transaction  is  the 
subject  of  an  exemption  under  section 
408(a)  of  the  Act  and  section  4975(c)(2) 
of  the  Code  does  not  relieve  a  fiduciary 
or  other  party  in  interest  or  disqualified 
person  from  certain  other  provisions  of 
the  Act  and  the  Code,  including  any 
prohibited  transaction  provisions  to 
which  the  exemption  does  not  apply  and 
the  general  fiduciary  responsibifity 
provisions  of  c  action  404  of  the  Act, 
which  among  other  things  require  a 
fiduciary  to  discharge  his  duties 
respecting  the  plan  solely  in  the  interest 
of  the  participants  and  beneficiaries  of 
the  plan  and  in  a  prudent  fashion  in 
accordance  with  section  404(a)(1)(B)  of 
the  Act,  nor  does  it  affect  the 
requirement  of  section  401(a)  of  the 
Code  that  the  plan  must  operate  for  the 
exclusive  benefit  of  the  employees  of  the 
employer  maintaining  the  plan  and  their 
beneficiaries; 

(2)  The  proposed  exemption,  if 
granted,  will  not  extend  to  transactions 
prohibited  under  section  406(b)(3)  of  the 
Act  and  section  4975(c)(1)(F)  of  the 
Code: 

(3)  Before  an  exemption  may  be 
granted  under  section  408(a)  of  the  Act 
and  section  4975(c)(2)  of  the  Code,  the 
Department  must  find  that  the 
exemption  is  administratively  feasible, 
in  the  interests  of  the  plan  and  of  its 
participants  and  beneficiaries  and 
protective  of  the  rights  of  participants 
and  beneficiaries  of  the  plan;  and 

(4)  The  proposed  exemption,  if 
granted,  will  be  supplemental  to,  and 
not  in  derogation  of,  any  other 
provisions  of  the  Act  and  the  Code, 
including  statutory  or  administrative 
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exemptions  and  transitional  rules. 
Furthermore,  the  fact  that  a  transaction 
is  subject  to  an  administrative  or 
statutory  exemption  is  not  dispositive  of 
whether  the  transaction  is  in  fact  a 
prohibited  transaction. 

Written  Comments  and  Hearing 
Requests 

All  interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  comments  or  requests  for 
a  hearing  on  the  pending  exemption  to 
the  address  above,  within  the  time 
period  set  forth  above.  All  comments 
will  be  made  a  part  of  the  record. 
Comments  and  requests  for  a  hearing 
should  state  the  reasons  for  the  writer’s 
interest  in  the  pending  exemption. 
Comments  received  will  be  available  for 
public  inspection  with  the  application 
for  exemption  at  the  address  set  forth 
above. 

Proposed  Exemption 

Based  on  the  facts  and 
representations  set  forth  in  the 
application,  the  Department  is 
considering  granting  the  requested 
exemption  under  the  authority  of  section 
408(a]  of  the  Act  and  section  4975(c)(2) 
of  the  Code  and  in  accordance  with  the 
procedures  set  forth  in  ERISA  Procedure 
75-1  (40  FR  18471,  April  28, 1975).  If  the 
exemption  is  granted,  the  restrictions  of 
section  406(a)  and  406  (b)(1)  and  (b)(2) 
of  the  Act  and  the  sanctions  resulting 
from  the  application  of  section  4975  of 
the  Code,  by  reason  of  section  4975(c)(1) 
(A)  through  (E)  of  the  Code  shall  not 
apply  to  the  cash  sale  for  $106,249,  by 
the  Plan  to  Dr.  McAfee,  of  a  67.14% 
interest  in  one-half  of  a  parcel  of 
unimproved  real  property  located  at  966 
Cass  Street,  Monterey,  California, 
provided  that  this  amount  is  not  less 
than  the  fair  market  value  at  the  time  of 
sale. 

The  proposed  exemption,  if  granted, 
will  be  subject  to  the  express  conditions 
that  the  material  facts  and 
representations  contained  in  the 
application  are  true  and  complete,  and 
that  the  application  accurately  describes 
all  material  terms  of  the  transaction  to 
be  consummated  pursuant  to  the 
exemption. 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C.,  this  26th  day 
of  June  1981. 

laa  O.  Lanoff, 

Administrator,  Pension  and  Welfare  Benefit 
Programs,  Labor-Management  ^rvices 
Administration,  Department  of  Labor. 
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[Application  Na  0-216] 

Proposed  Exemption  for  Certain 
Transactions  Invoivtng  the  McDermott 
Food  Brokers,  Inc.,  Profit  Sharing  Plan 
Located  in  Aibany,  New  York 

agency:  Department  of  Labor. 
action:  Notice  of  proposed  exemption. 

summary:  This  document  contains  a 
notice  of  pendency  before  the 
Department  of  Labor  (the  Department) 
of  a  proposed  exemption  &om  certain  of 
the  prohibited  transaction  restrictions  of 
the  Employee  Retirement  Income 
Security  Act  of  1974  (the  Act)  and  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954  (the 
Code).  The  proposed  exempted  would 
exempt  the  proposed  loan  of 
approximately  $130,000  from  the 
McDermott  Food  Brokers,  Inc.  Profit 
Sharing  Plan  (the  Plan)  to  McDermott 
Food  Brokers,  Inc.  (the  Employer).  The 
proposed  exemption,  if  granted,  would 
affect  the  participants  and  beneficiaries 
of  the  Plan,  the  ^ployer,  and  other 
persons  involved  in  the  transaction. 
DATES:  Written  conunents  and  requests 
for  a  public  hearing  must  be  received  by 
the  Department  on  or  before  August  31, 
1981. 

ADDRESS:  All  written  comments  and 
requests  for  a  hearing  (at  least  three 
copies)  should  be  sent  to  the  Office  of 
Fiduciary  Standards,  Pension  and 
Welfare  Benefit  Programs,  Roon  C-4526, 
U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  200 
Constitution  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20216,  Attention:  Application  No. 
D-2161.  The  application  for  exdhiption 
.and  the  comments  received  will  be 
available  fqr  public  inspection  in  the 
Public  Documents  Room  of  Pension  and 
Welfare  Benefit  Programs,  U.S. 
Department  of  Labor,  Room  N-4677,  200 
Constitution  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20216. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Ms.  Linda  Hamilton  of  the  Department, 
telephone  (202)  523-7462.  (This  is  not  a 
toll-free  number.) 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  pendency  before  the 
Department  of  an  application  for 
exemption  from  the  restrictions  of 
section  406(a)  and  406  (b)  (1)  and  (b)  (2) 
of  the  Act  and  from  the  sanctions 
resulting  from  the  application  of  section 
4975  of  the  Code,  by  reason  of  section 
4975(c)(1)  (A)  throu^  (E)  of  the  Code. 
The  proposed  exemption  was  requested 
in  an  application  filed  by  the  Employer, 
pursuant  to  section  408(a)  of  the  Act  and 
section  4975  (c)  (2)  of  the  Code,  and  in 
accordance  with  procedures  set  forth  in 
ERISA  Procedure  75-1  (40  FR  18471, 
April  28, 1975).  Effective  December  31, 
1978,  section  102  of  Reorganization  plan 


No.  4  of  1978  (43  FR  47713,  October  17. 
1978)  transferred  the  authority  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  issue 
exemptions  of  the  type  requested  to  the 
Secretary  of  labor,  llierefore,  this  notice 
of  pendency  is  issued  solely  by  the 
Department 

Summary  of  Facts  and  Representatkww 

The  application  contains 
representations  with  regard  to  the 
proposed  exemption  which  are 
summarized  below.  Interested  persons 
are  referred  to  the  application  on  file 
with  the  Department  for  the  complete 
representations  of  the  applicant 

1.  The  Plan  is  a  profit-sharing  plan 
with  approximately  45  participants.  As 
of  September  19, 1980,  Ae  Plan  had 
assets  of  approximately  $500,000.  The 
trustee  of  the  Plan  is  Union  National 
Bank  (the  Trustee),  a  subsidiary  of 
Irving  Trust  Company. 

2.  The  Employer  is  a  corporation 
organized  under  the  laws  of  the  State  of 
New  York  engaged  in  the  food  servicing 
industry.  In  that  industry  it  is  customary 
for  companies  to  own  the  buildings  from 
which  their  business  activities  are 
conducted.  The  Employer  proposes  to 
borrow  (the  Loan)  the  lesser  of  $130,000 
or  25  percent  of  the  Plan's  assets  in 
order  to  expand  its  facilities.  More 
specifically,  the  proceeds  of  the  Loan 
are  to  be  used  to  purchase  and  office 
building  in  Syracuse.  New  York  and  to 
finance  the  expansion  of  another  branch 
office  located  in  West  Seneca,  New 
York.  The  Loan  would  be  secured  by 
first  mortgage  liens  on  the  following 
property:  (a)  Albany-Shaker  Road. 

Town  of  Colonic,  Albany  County.  New 
Yoric  (the  Albany  Property);  (b)  639 
Delmar  Place,  Salina,  New  Yoi^  (the 
Salina  Property);  and  (c)  3557  Seneca 
Street,  West  Seneca,  New  York  (the 
Seneca  Property).  Recent  appraisals 
have  been  completed  on  the  above 
properties  by  qualified  appraisers 
represented  to  be  independent  of  the 
Employer.  The  appraisers  were  Mr.  N. 
Edward  Tamer  for  the  Albany  Property. 
Howley  E.  Van  Swall,  A.SJV.,  for  ^e 
Salina  Property,  and  Daniel  P.  Castle  for 
the  Seneca  Property.  Collectively,  the 
fair  market  value  for  the  three  properties 
has  been  appraised  at  $322,000. 

3.  The  Employer  recently  purchased 
the  Salina  Property.  To  enable  the 
acquistion  of  ffiat  property,  the 
Employer  borrowed  $k),000  from  the 
Trustee  and  on  October  30. 1980. 
executed  a  mortgage  to  secure  that  locm. 
If  the  Loan  is  made  by  the  Plan  to  the 
Employer,  the  Employer  will  use  a 
portion  of  the  proceeds  to  repay  the  loan 
made  by  the  Trustee  and  to  dear  the 
Trustee's  lien  on  that  property,  so  that 
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the  Plan's  lien  against  the  Salina 
property  will  not  be  subject  to  any 
existing  encumbrances. 

4.  The  Trustee  was  willing  to  lend  the 
Employer  up  to  $185,000  at  1  percent 
over  the  prime  rate  with  a  minimum 
interest  rate  of  9  percent  and  a 
maximiun  rate  of  18  percent.  This  loan 
would  have  been  set  up  on  a  fifteen  year 
amortization  schedule,  with  the  balance 
due  at  the  end  of  five  years.  The  Loan 
between  the  Plan  and  the  Employer  will 
have  an  intfsrest  rate  iVt  percent  above 
the  prime  rate  adjusted  monthly,  with  a 
minimum  rate  of  9%  per  annum.  It  will 
be  for  a  period  of  five  years  amortized 
over  a  fifteen  year  period.  Payments  of 
principal  and  interest  will  be  made 
monthly,  and  the  outstanding  balance 
will  be  paid  in  the  last  month  of  the  five 
year  term.  As  mentioned  earlier,  the 
collateral  for  the  loan  will  be  the  three 
parcels  of  property,  whose  fair  market 
value  has  been  appraised  at  $32,000, 
which  is  over  240  percent  of  the  amount 
of  the  Logan. 

5.  Richard  E.  Rowlands,  and  attorney 
in  Albany,  New  York,  has  examined  the 
proposed  transanction  and  believes  that 
it  is  in  the  interests  of  the  Plan  and  of  its 
participants  and  beneficiaries  to  engage 
in  the  transaction.  Mr.  Rowlands  is 
represented  to  be  experienced  in  real 
estate  transactions,  security 
arrangements  and  the  servicing  of 
pension  plans.  Mr.  Rowlands  has  stated 
that  he  has  had  no  prior  connection  with 
the  Employer  or  any  of  its  principals. 

Mr.  Rowlands  will  monitor  the  Loan 
transaction  on  behalf  of  the  Plan  and 
will  take  any  appropriate  action, 
including  foreclosure  against  the 
property  securing  the  Loan,  to  protest 
the  interests  of  the  Plan.  If  Mr. 

Rowlands  should  be  unable  to  serve  as 
fiduciary  for  any  reason,  Mr.  Dayton  B. 
Haines,  a  certified  public  accountant 
with  the  firm  of  Urbach,  Kahn  &  Werlin, 
P.C.,  in  Albany,  New  York,  will  serve  as 
successor  fiduciary.  Mr.  Haines  has  also 
represented  that  he  has  had  no  prior 
connection  with  the  Employer  or  its 
principals. 

6.  The  applicant  represents  that  if  the 
Internal  Revenue  Service  determines 
that  any  excess  interest  paid  over  fair 
market  interest  constitutes  an  employer 
contribution,  the  contribution  will  not 
cause  the  Plan  to  violate  the  limitation 
on  annual  additions  to  a  defined 
contribution  plan  set  forth  in  section  415 
of  the  Code. 

7.  The  applicant  further  represents 
that  the  proposed  loan  satisfies  the 
criteria  of  section  408(a)  of  the  Act 
because:  (1)  The  terms  offered  the  Plan 
are  more  favorable  than  the  terms 
required  by  a  third  party  lender;  (2)  no 
more  than  25  percent  of  the  Plan’s  assets 


will  be  involved  in  the  Loan;  (3)  the 
Loan  will  be  secured  by  three  parcels  of 
real  estate  which  are  geographically 
dispersed  and  which  have  a  current 
aggregate  value  which  is  more  than  240 
percent  of  the  amount  of  the  Loan;  and 
(4)  the  transaction  has  been  found  to  be 
in  the  best  interests  of  the  Plan  by  a 
fiduciary  who  is  independent  of  the 
Employer  or  any  of  its  principals  and 
who  will  monitor  the  transaction  and 
take  any  action  necessary  to  protect  the 
interests  of  the  Plan  and  its  participants 
and  beneficiaries. 

Tax  Consequences  of  Transaction 

The  Department  of  the  Treasury  has 
determined  that  if  a  transaction  between 
a  qualified  employee  benefit  plan  and 
its  sponsoring  employer  (or  affiliate 
thereof)  results  in  the  plan  either  paying 
less  than  or  receiving  more  than  fair 
market  value,  such  excess  may  be 
considered  to  be  a  contribution  by  the 
sponsoring  employer  to  the  plan  and 
therefore  must  be  examined  under 
applicable  provisions  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code,  including  sections  401(a). 
404  and  415. 

Notice  to  Interested  Persons 

On  or  before  July  21, 1981  notice  of  the 
pendency  of  this  exemption  will  be 
provided  to  all  participants  and/or 
beneficiaries  of  the  Plan  by  means  of  an 
insert  in  the  pay  envelopes  of  those 
persons  who  are  current  employees  of 
the  Employer  and  by  means  of  first  class 
mail  to  those  who  are  not  cmrent 
employees.  The  notice  will  include  a 
copy  of  this  notice  of  pendency  and  a 
statement  that  interested  persons  have  a 
right  to  comment  upon  the  proposed 
exemption  and/or  request  a  hearing 
regarding  it  within  the  time  frames 
specified  in  the  notice. 

General  Information 

The  attention  of  interested  persons  is 
directed  to  the  following: 

(1)  The  faqt  that  a  transaction  is  the 
subject  of  an  exemption  under  section 
408(a)  of  the  Act  and  section  4975(c)(2) 
of  the  Code  does  not  relieve  a  fiduciary 
or  other  party  in  interest  or  disqualified 
person  ft'om  certain  other  provisions  of 
the  Act  and  the  Code,  including  any 
prohibited  transaction  provisions  to 
which  the  exemption  does  not  apply  and 
the  general  fiduciary  responsibility 
provisions  of  section  404  of  the  Act, 
which  among  other  things  require  a 
fiduciary  to  discharge  his  duties 
respecting  the  plan  solely  in  the  interest 
of  the  participants  and  beneficiaries  of 
the  plan  and  in  a  prudent  fashion  in 
accordance  with  section  404(a)(1)(B)  of 
the  Act;  nor  does  it  affect  the 
requirement  of  section  401(a)  of  the 


Code  that  the  plan  must  operate  for  the 
exclusive  benefit  of  the  employees  of  the 
employer  maintaining  the  plan  and  their 
beneficiaries; 

(2)  The  proposed  exemption,  if 
granted,  will  not  extend  to  transactions 
prohibited  under  section  406(b)(3)  of  the 
Act  and  section  4975(c)(1)(F)  of  the 
Code; 

(3)  Before  an  exemption  may  be 
granted  under  section  408(a)  of  the  Act 
and  section  4975(c)(2)  of  the  Code,  the 
Department  must  find  that  the 
exemption  is  administratively  feasible, 
in  the  interests  of  the  plan  and  of  its 
participants  and  beneficiaries  and 
protective  of  the  rights  of  participants 
and  beneficiaries  of  the  plan;  and 

(4)  The  proposed  exemption,  if 
granted,  will  be  supplemental  to,  and 
not  in  derogation  of,  any  other 
provisions  of  the  Act  and  the  Code, 
including  statutory  or  administrative 
exemptions  and  transitional  rules. 
Furthermore,  the  fact  that  a  transaction 
is  subject  to  an  administrative  or 
statutory  exemption  is  not  dispositive  of 
whether  the  transaction  is  in  fact  a 
prohibited  transaction. 

Written  Comments  and  Hearing 
Requests 

All  interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  comments  or  requests  for 
a  hearing  on  the  pending  exemption  to 
the  address  above,  within  the  time 
period  set  forth  above.  All  comments 
will  be  made  a  part  of  the  record. 
Comments  and  requests  for  a  hearing 
should  state  the  reasons  for  the  writer's 
interest  in  the  pending  exemption. 
Comments  received  will  be  available  for 
public  inspection  with  the  application 
for  exemption  at  the  address  set  forth 
above. 

Proposed  Exemption 

Based  on  the  facts  and 
representations  set  forth  in  the 
application,  the  Department  is 
considering  granting  the  requested 
exemption  under  the  authority  of  section 
408(a]  of  the  Act  and  section  4975(c)(2) 
of  the  Code  and  in  accordance  with  the 
procedures  set  forth  in  ERISA  Procedure 
75-1  (40  FR  18471,  April  28, 1975).  If  the 
exemption  is  granted,  the  restrictions  of 
section  406(a),  406(b)(1)  and  (b)(2)  of  the 
Act  and  the  sanctions  resulting  from  the 
application  of  section  4975  of  the  Code, 
by  reason  of  section  4975(c)(1)(A) 
through  (E)  of  the  Code  shall  not  apply 
to  the  Loan  from  the  Plan  to  the 
Employer  of  the  lesser  of  $130,000  or  25 
percent  of  Plan  assets  at  the  time  the 
Loan  is  consummated,  provided  that  the 
terms  of  the  Loan  are  at  least  as 
favorable  to  the  Plan  as  those 
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obtainable  in  an  arms's  length 
transaction  with  an  unrelated  party. 

The  proposed  exemption,  if  granted, 
will  be  subject  to  the  express  conditions 
that  the  material  facts  and 
representations  contained  in  the 
application  are  true  and  complete,  and 
that  the  application  accurately  describes 
all  material  terms  of  the  transaction  to 
be  consummated  pursuant  to  the 
exemption. 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C.,  this  29th  day 
of  June,  1981. 

Ian  D.  Lanoff, 

Administrator,  Pension  and  Welfare  Benefit 
Programs,  Labor-Management  ^r\’ices 
Administration,  Department  of  Labor. 

IfR  Doc.  61-19700  Filed  7-2-81.  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4510-29-M 


(Application  No.  D-1962] 

Proposed  Exemption  for  Certain 
Transactions  Involving  the  Schwarz 
Foundry  Company  Profit  Sharing  Plan 
and  Trust,  Located  in  Detroit,  Michigan 

agency:  Department  of  Labor. 
action:  Notice  of  Proposed  Exemption. 

SUMMARY:  This  document  contains  a 
notice  of  pendency  before  the 
Department  of  Labor  (the  Department) 
of  a  proposed  exemption  from  certain  of 
the  prohibited  transaction  restrictions  of 
the  Employee  Retirement  Income 
^  Security  Act  of  1974  (the  Act)  and  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954  (the 
Code).  The  proposed  exemption  would, 
for  a  period  of  five  years,  exempt  the 
proposed  loan  (the  Loan)  of  money  by 
the  Plan  to  the  Schwarz  Foundry 
Company  (the  Employer),  the  sponsor  of 
the  Plan.  The  proposed  exemption,  if 
granted  would  affect  the  Plan,  the 
Employer,  the  participants  and 
beneficiaries  of  the  Plan,  and  other 
persons  participating  in  the  transaction. 
date:  Written  comments  and  requests 
for  a  public  hearing  must  be  received  by 
the  Department,  on  or  before  August  18. 
1981. 

address:  All  written  comments  and 
requests  for  a  hearing  (at  least  three 
copies)  should  be  sent  to  the  Office  of 
Fiduciary  Standards,  Pension  and 
Welfare  Benefit  Programs,  Room  C- 
4526,  U.S.  Department  of  I^bor,  200 
Constitution  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20218,  Attention:  Application  No. 
D-1962.  The  application  for  exemption 
and  the  comments  received  will  be 
available  for  public  inspection  in  the 
Public  Documents  Room  of  Pension  and 
Welfare  Benefit  Programs,  U.S. 
Department  of  Labor,  Room  N-4677,  200 
Constitution  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20216.  . 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Louis  Campagna  of  the  Department, 
telephone  (202)  523-7352.  (This  is  not  a 
toll-free  number.) 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  pendency  before  the 
Department  of  an  application  for 
exemption  from  the  restrictions  of 
section  406(a).  406(b)(1)  and  406(b)(2)  of 
the  Act  and  from  the  sanctions  resulting 
from  the  application  of  section  4975  of 
the  Code,  by  reason  of  section  4975(c)(1) 
(A)  through  (E)  of  the  Code.  The 
proposed  exemption  was  requested  in 
an  application  filed  by  the  Employer, 
pursuant  to  section  408(a)  of  the  Act  and 
section  4975(c)(2)  of  the  Code,  and  in 
accordance  with  procedures  set  forth  in 
ERISA  Procedure  75-1  (40  FR  18471, 

April  28. 1975).  Effective  December  31, 
1978,  section  102  of  Reorganization  Plan 
No.  4  of  1978  (43  FR  47713,  October  17, 
1978)  transferred  the  authority  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  issue 
exemptions  of  the  type  requested  to  the 
Secretary  of  Labor,  Therefore,  this 
notice  of  pendency  is  issued  solely  by 
the  Department. 

Summary  of  Facts  and  Representations 

The  application  contains 
representations  with  regard  to  the 
proposed  exemption  which  are 
summarized  below.  Interested  persons 
are  referred  to  the  application  on  file 
with  the  Department  for  the  complete 
representations  of  the  applicant. 

1.  The  Plan  is  a  profit  sharing  plan 
with  five  participants  and  total  assets, 
as  of  December  31. 1975,  of  $498,472.95. 
The  Plan  trustees  are  Frank  W.  Schwarz 
and  Carl  Rigg,  both  employees  of  the 
Employer.  The  Employer  is  in  the 
business  of  manufacturing  specialty 
steel  and  metal  products  and 
replacement  parts  for  equipment  and 
machinery. 

2.  The  Employer  is  requesting  an 
exemption  to  permit  the  Loan  of  $150,000 
by  the  Plan  to  the  Employer.  The 
proceeds  of  the  Loan  will  be  used  to 
expand  the  productive  capacity  of  the 
Employer,  through  the  purchase  of  a 
vertical  boring  mill  and  radial  drill  press 
(the  Equipment),  with  approximate 
purchase  prices  of  $80,000  and  $20,000. 
respectively.  The  useful  life  of  the 
Equipment  is  estimated  by  the  Employer 
to  be  ten  years.  Additionally, 
approximately  $50,000  of  the  Loan  will 
be  used  for  renovations  to  be  made  to 
the  Employer’s  manufacturing  facility 
(the  Facility),  which  consists  of  a 
building  and  surrounding  land. 

3.  The  Loan  will  be  for  a  five  year 
term,  payable  in  sixty  equal  monthly 
installments  of  principal  and  interest. 
The  Loan  will  have  a  floating  interest 


rate  of  1  percent  above  the  prime 
interest  rate  charged  by  the  Commercial 
and  Savings  Bank  of  St.  Clair  County. 
Michigan  (the  Bank),  but  in  no  event  will 
the  interest  rate  be  less  than  12%  per 
annum.  The  Loan  will  be  secured  by  a 
perfected  purchase  money  first  security 
interest  in  the  Equipment  and  by  a  first 
mortgage  on  the  Facility.  The  E^loyer 
will  file  the  necessary  financing 
statements  to  perfect  the  Plan's  security 
interest  in  the  Equipment  and  will 
record  the  mortgage  on  the  Facility.  An 
independent  appraiser,  the  American 
Appraisal  Company  of  Milwaukee. 
Wisconsin  (American)  valued  the 
Facility,  as  of  August  27, 1980,  at 
$271,615.  The  Employer  will  maintain 
insurance  on  the  Facility  and  the 
Equipment  throughout  the  term  of  the 
Loan  with  the  Plan  named  as 
beneficiary.  The  Employer  represents 
that  the  facility  is  presently 
unencumbered. 

4.  The  Bank,  which  is  independent  of 
the  parties  to  the  transactionu  has 
concluded  that  the  Loan  would  be  in  the 
best  interests  of  the  Plan.  The  Bank  will 
monitor  the  terms  of  the  Loan  and  will 
enforce  collection  on  the  Loan  in  the 
event  of  a  default.  The  Bank  will 
monitor  the  value  of  the  Equipment  and 
the  facility  so  that  at  no  time  during  the 
term  of  the  Loan  will  the  combined 
value  of  the  Equipment  and  the  Facility 
fall  below  200  percent  of  the  balance  of 
the  Loan.  The  Employer,  upon  request  of 
the  Bank,  will  offer  additional  property 
as  collateral  for  the  Loan  to  maintain 
this  ratio.  The  Employer  represents  that 
it  has  unencumbered  machinery  and 
equipment  used  in  its  business  with  a 
value  of  $236,254  as  determined,  as  of 
August  27, 1980,  by  American.  The  Bank 
represents  that  it  would  be  willing  to 
loan  to  the  Employer  $150,000  for  the 
renovation  of  the  Facility  and  the 
purchase  of  the  Equipment  at  an  interest 
rate  that  would  float  with  the  prime 
interest  rate  it  charges,  for  a  term  of  ten 
to  fifteen  years,  secured  by  the 
Equipment  purchased  and  a  first 
mortgage  on  the  Facility. 

5.  In  summary,  the  applicant 
represents  that  the  proposed  Loan 
satisfies  the  statutory  criteria  of  section 
408(a)  of  the  Act  because:  (1)  the  Bank, 
an  independent  party,  represents  that 
the  Loan  would  be  in  the  best  interests 
of  the  Plan:  (2)  the  Bank  will  monitor  the 
terms  of  the  Lijan:  (3)  the  Loan  will  have 
a  high  interest  rate  with  a  floor  of  12 
percent  per  annum  and  will  at  all  times 
be  secured  by  the  Equipment  and  the 
Facility  with  a  value  monitored  by  the 
Bank  of  at  least  200  percent  of  the 
balance  of  the  Loan;  (4)  the  Plan  will 
have  a  first  security  interest  in  the 
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Facility  and  Equipment;  (5)  the  Loan  will 
be  for  a  relatively  short  term;  (6)  the 
Bank,  and  independent  party,  has  stated 
that  it  would  be  willing  to  make  a  loan 
to  the  Employer  for  the  same  principal 
amount,  secured  by  the  same  collateral, 
but  at  a  lesser  rate  of  interest  and  for  a 
longer  term  than  the  loan. 

Notice  to  Interested  Persons 

Notice  of  the  proposed  exemption  will 
be  furnished  to  all  participants  and 
beneficiaries  of  the  Plan.  Such  notice 
will  contain  a  copy  of  the  notice  of 
pendency  as  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  as  well  as  a  statement 
informing  all  such  interested  persons  of 
their  right  to  comment  or  request  a 
hearing  in  regard  to  the  proposed 
exemption.  The  notice  will  be  provided 
within  10  days  of  publication  of  the 
notice  of  pendency  to  all  interested 
persons  by  first  class  mail  or  hand 
delivery. 

General  Information 

The  attention  of  interested  persons  is 
directed  to  the  following;  (1)  The  fact 
that  a  transaction  is  the  subject  of  an 
exemption  under  section  408(a)  of  the 
Act  and  section  4975(c)(2)  of  the  Code 
does  not  relieve  a  Bduciary  or  other 
party  in  interest  or  disqualified  person 
from  certain  other  provisions  of  the  act 
and  the  Code,  including  any  prohibited 
transaction  provisions  to  which  the 
exemption  does  not  apply  and  the 
general  fiduciary  responsibility 
provisions  of  section  404  of  the  Act, 
which  among  other  things  require  a 
fiduciary  to  discharge  his  duties 
respecting  the  plan  solely  in  the  interest 
of  the  participants  and  beneHciaries  of 
the  plan  and  in  a  prudent  fashion  in 
accordance  with  section  404  (a)(1)(B)  of 
the  Act;  nor  does  it  affect  the 
requirement  of  section  401(a)  of  the 
Code  that  the  plan  must  operate  for  the 
exclusive  benefit  of  the  employees  of  the 
employer  maintaining  the  plan  and  their 
beneHciaries; 

(2)  The  proposed  exemption,  if 
granted,  will  not  extend  to  transactions 
prohibited  under  section  406(b)(3)  of  the 
Act  and  section  4975(c)(1)(F)  of  the 
Code; 

(3)  Before  an  exemption  may  be 
granted  under  section  408(a)  of  the  Act 
and  section  4975(c)(2)  of  the  Code,  the 
Department  must  find  that  the 
exemption  is  administratively  feasible, 
in  the  interest  of  the  plan  and  of  its 
participants  and  beneficiaries  and 
protective  of  the  rights  of  participants 
and  beneficiaries  of  the  plan;  and 

(4)  The  proposed  exemption,  if 
granted,  will  be  supplemental  to,  and 
not  in  derogation  of,  any  other 
provisions  of  the  Act  and  the  Code, 


including  statutory  or  administrative 
exemptions  and  transitional  rules. 
Furthermore,  the  fact  that  a  transaction 
is  subject  to  an  administrative  or 
statutory  exemption  is  not  dispositive  of 
whether  the  transaction  is  in  fact  a 
prohibited  transaction. 

Written  Comments  and  Hearing 
Requests 

All  interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  comments  or  requests  for 
a  hearing  on  the  pending  exemption  to 
the  address  above,  within  the  time 
period  set  forth  above.  All  comments 
will  be  made  a  part  of  the  record. 
Comments  and  requests  for  a  hearing 
should  state  the  reasons  for  the  writer’s 
interest  in  the  pending  exemption. 
Comments  received  will  be  available  for 
public  inspection  with  the  application 
for  exemption  at  the  address  set  forth 
above. 

Proposed  Exemption 

Based  on  the  facts  and 
representations  set  forth  in  the 
application,  the  Department  is 
considering  granting  the  requested 
exemption  under  the  authority  of  section 
408(a)  of  the  Act  and  section  4975(c)(2) 
of  the  Code  and  in  accordance  with  the 
procedures  set  forth  in  ERISA  Procedure 
75-1  (40  FR  18471,  April  28, 1975).  If  the 
exemption  is  granted,  the  restrictions  of 
section  406(a),  406(b)(1)  and  406(b)(2)  of 
the  Act  and  the  sanctions  resulting  from 
the  application  of  section  4975  of  the 
Code,  by  reason  of  section  4975(c)(1)(A) 
through  (E)  of  the  Code  shall  not  apply 
to  the  Loan  of  $150,000  by  the  Plan  to  the 
Employer  for  a  term  of  five  years 
provided  that  the  terms  of  the  Loan  are 
at  least  as  favorable  to  the  Plan  as  the 
Plan  could  obtain  in  a  transaction  with 
an  unrelated  party. 

The  proposed  exemption,  if  granted, 
will  be  subject  to  the  express  conditions 
that  the  material  facts  and 
representations  contained  in  the 
application  are  true  and  complete,  and 
that  the  application  accurately  describes 
all  material  terms  of  the  transaction  to 
be  consummated  pursuant  to  the 
exemption. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  29th  day 
of  June,  1981. 

Ian  D.  Lanoff, 

Administrator,  Pension  and  Welfare  Benefit 
Programs,  Labor-Management  Services 
Administration,  Department  of  Labor. 

(FR  Doc.  81-1970Z  Filed  7-2-81:  8:45  am) 
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r  Application  Nos.  D-2331  and  D-2332] 

Proposed  Exemption  for  Certain 
Transactions  Involving  Sherwood 
Industries,  Inc.  Profit  Sharing  Plan  and 
Trust  and  the  Sherwood  Industries, 
Inc.  Pension  Plan  and  Trust  Located  in 
Trenton,  N.J. 

agency:  Department  of  Labor. 
action:  Notice  of  Proposed  Exemption. 


SUMMARY:  This  document  contains  a 
notice  of  pendency  before  the 
Department  of  Labor  (the  Department) 
of  a  proposed  exemption  from  certain  of 
the  prohibited  transaction  restrictions  of 
the  Employee  Retirement  Income 
Security  Act  of  1974  (the  Act)  and  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954  (the 
Code).  The  proposed  temporary 
exemption  would  exempt  (1)  for  a  period 
of  five  years  the  proposed  loans. of 
money  by  the  Sherwood  Industries,  Inc. 
Profit  Sharing  Plan  and  Trust  (Profit 
Sharing  Plan)  and  the  Sherwood 
Industries,  Inc.  Pension  Plan  and  Trust 
(the  Pension  Plan)  collectively,  (the 
Plans)  to  the  Sherwood  Leasing 
Company  (Sherwood  Leasing),  a  party  is 
interest  with  respect  to  the  Plans,  and 
(2)  the  guarantee  of  the  obligation  of 
Sherwood  Leasing  in  such  loans  by 
Sherwood  Industries  Inc.  (Sherwood 
Industries),  Henry  Dubin  (Dubin)  and 
Sidney  Sussman  (Sussman),  parties  in 
interest  with  respect  to  the  Plans.  The 
proposed  exemption  if  granted  would 
affect  Sherwood  Leasing,  Sherwood 
Industries,  Dubin,  Sussman,  the 
participants  and  beneHciaries  of  the 
Plans  and  other  persons  participating  in 
the  proposed  transactions. 

DATES:  Written  comments  and  requests 
for  a  public  hearing  must  be  received  by 
the  Department  on  or  before  August  10, 
1981, 

ADDRESS:  All  written  comments  and 
requests  for  a  hearing  (at  least  three 
copies)  should  be  sent  to  the  Office  of 
Fiduciary  Standards,  Pension  and 
Welfare  Benefit  Programs,  Room  C- 
4526,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  200 
Constitution  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20216,  Attention:  Application  No. 
D-2331  and  D-2332.  The  application  for 
exemption  and  the  comments  received 
will  be  available  for  public  inspection  in 
the  Public  Documents  Room  of  Pension 
and  Welfare  Benefit  Programs,  U.S. 
Department  of  Labor,  Room  N-4677,  200 
Constitution  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20216. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Richard  Small  of  the  Department, 
telephone  (202)  523-8881.  (This  is  not  a 
toll-free  number.) 
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SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  pendency  before  the 
Department  of  an  application  for 
exemption  from  the  restrictions  of 
sections  406(a),  406(b)(1)  and  406(b)(2)  of 
the  Act  and  from  the  sanctions  resulting 
from  the  application  of  section  4975  of 
the  Code,  by  reason  of  section 
4975(c)(1)(A)  through  (E)  of  the  Code. 

The  proposed  exemption  was  requested 
in  an  application  fried  by  Sussman  and 
Dubin  (the  Trustees),  the  Trustees  of  the 
Plans,  pursuant  to  section  408(a)  of  the 
Act  and  section  4975(c)(2)  of  the  Code, 
and  in  accordance  with  procedures  set 
forth  in  ERISA  Procedure  75-1  (40  FR 
18471,  April  28, 1975).  Effective 
December  31, 1978,  section  102  of 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  4  of  1978  (43  FR 
47713,  October  17, 1978)  transferred  the 
authority  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  to  issue  exemptions  of  the  type 
requested  to  the  secretary  of  Labor. 
Therefore,  this  notice  of  pendency  is 
issued  solely  by  the  Department. 

Temporary  Nature  of  the  Exemption 

The  proposed  exemption  is  temporary 
and,  if  granted,  will  expire  frve  years 
after  the  date  of  grant  with  respect  to 
the  making  of  any  loan.  Should  the 
applicant  wish  to  continue  entering  into 
loan  transactions  beyond  the  frve  year 
period,  the  applicant  may  submit 
another  application  for  an  exemption. 

Summary  of  Facts  and  Representations 

The  application  contains 
representations  with  regard  to  the 
proposed  exemption  which  are 
summarized  below.  Interested  persons 
are  referred  to  the  application  on  frle 
with  the  Department  for  the  complete 
representations  of  the  applicant. 

1.  As  of  June  30, 1979,  the  Pension  Plan 
had  61  participants  and  assets  of 
$863,726.  As  of  June  30, 1979,  the  Profit 
Sharing  Plan  had  77  participants  and 
assets  of  $1,542,817.  The  sponsor  of  the 
Plans  is  Sherwood  Industries.  One 
hundred  per  cent  of  the  outstanding 
stock  of  Sherwood  Industries  is  owned 
by  its  employees,  officers  and  directors, 
llie  Trustees  are  majority  shareholders 
of  Sherwood  Industries. 

2.  Sherwood  Leasing,  a  division  of 
Sherwood  Industries,  is  engaged  in  the 
business  of  leasing  automobiles  and 
other  equipment.  Sherwood  leasing 
currently  finances  (the  GMAC  Loans) 
such  leases  through  the  General  Motors 
Acceptance  Corporation.  The  GMAC 
Loans  are  secured  by  the  vehicles  so 
leased  and  call  for  a  floating  interest 
rate  of  1%  over  the  prime  interest  rate  as 
determined  by  GMAC.  The  interest  rate 
on  the  GMAC  Loans  is  adjusted 
monthly. 


3.  The  Trustees  are  requesting  an 
exemption  that  would  permit  the  Plans 
to  loan  money  (Plan  Loans)  for  a  period 
of  frve  years  to  Sherwood  Leasing  the 
proceeds  of  which  could  be  used  to 
frnance  the  inventory  of  Sherwood 
Leasing.  The  frve  year  period  would 
begin  on  the  date  an  exemption  for  the 
proposed  transactions  appears  in  the 
Federal  Register.  Each  of  the  Plan  Loans 
will  be  for  a  length  of  from  24  to  48 
months  and  will  pay  interest  at  the  rate 
of  1%  over  the  prime  rate  as  determined 
by  the  rate  on  loans  offered  by  GMAC. 

In  addition  Sherwood  Leasing  will 
guarantee  a  minimum  aimual  interest 
rate  to  the  Plan  of  10%  on  any  Plan  Loan. 
Each  Plan  Loan  will  be  secured  by  the 
new  vehicle  (the  Vehicle)  which  is 
purchases  with  the  funds  from  such  Plan 
Loan.  Each  Plan  Loan  will  also  be 
secured  by  the  lease  to  which  the 
Vehicle  purchased  is  subject  in  which  at 
all  times  the  lease  payments  due  will  be 
in  excess  of  the  outstanding  balance  due 
on  such  Plan  Loan.  No  more  than  10%  of 
such  leases  will  be  placed  with  any  one 
customer.  The  Plan  Loans  will  also  be 
secured  by  the  full  faith  and  credit  of 
Sherwood  Industries  and  the  obligation 
of  Sherwood  Leasing  will  be  personally 
guaranteed  by  Dubin  and  Sussman.  As 
of  December  31, 1980,  the  applicants 
represent  that  Sussman  has  a  net  worth 
in  excess  of  six  million  dollars  and 
Dubin  had  a  net  worth  in  excess  of  four 
mUlion  dollars.  In  addition,  neither  Plan 
may  enter  into  a  Plan  Loan  if  at  the  time 
of  making  such  Plan  Loan  the  loan 
amount  of  the  Plan  Loan  added  together 
with  the  outstanding  balances  due  on 
existing  Plan  Loans  would  exceed  25% 
of  the^sset  value  of  the  Plan  involved. 
Sherwood  Leasing,  throughout  the  term 
of  a  Plan  Loan,  will  maintain 
comprehensive  insurance  on  the 
Vehicle. 

4.  Prior  to  the  Plans  entering  into  any 
of  the  Plan  Loans,  an  independent  party. 
Mr.  Victor  Walcoff  (Walcoff)  will  certify 
that  such  transactions  are  in  the  best 
interests  of  the  Plan  and  that  the  terms 
of  the  Plan  Loans  are  at  least  equal  to 
what  the  Plans  would  receive  in  a 
similar  transaction  with  an  unrelated 
party.  Walcoff  will  also  monitor  the 
transactions  and  have  the  responsibility 
for  enforcing  the  rights  of  the  Plans. 
Walcofr  is  an  attorney  and  Certifred 
Public  Accountant  practicing  with  the 
frrm  of  Katzenbach,  Gildez  &  Rudner  in 
Trenton,  New  Jersey. 

5.  The  applicants  represent  that  the 
proposed  transactions  will  satisfy  the 
criteria  of  section  408(a)  of  the  Act  as 
follows:  (1)  the  Trustees  represent  that 
the  proposed  transactions  are  in  the  best 
interests  of  the  Plans;  (2)  an  independent 


party  will  approve  die  transactions  prior 
to  the  Plans  entering  into  them  and  will 
monitor  them  during  their  lifetime:  (3) 
the  exemption  will  be  a  temporary 
exemption;  and  (4)  the  Trustees 
represent  that  the  Plans  will  receive  a 
high  rate  of  return  on  a  secured 
investment 

Notice  to  Interested  Persons 

On  or  before  July  16, 1981  a  copy  of 
the  notice  of  pendency  and  a  statement 
advising  participants  and  beneficiaries 
of  the  Plans  of  their  right  to  comment  or 
request  a  hearing  will  be  personally 
delivered  or  mailed  to  all  participants 
and  benefreiaries  of  the  Plans. 

General  Informatioa 

The  attention  of  interested  persons  is 
directed  to  the  following:  (1)  The  fact 
that  a  transaction  is  the  subject  of  an 
exemption  under  section  40^a)  of  the 
Act  and  section  4975(c)(2)  of  the  Code 
does  not  relieve  a  frduciary  or  other 
party  in  interest  or  disquaUfred  person 
from  certain  other  provisions  of  the  Act 
and  the  Code,  including  any  prohibited 
transaction  provisions  to  which  the 
exemption  does  not  apply  and  the 
general  frduciary  responsibility 
provisions  of  section  404  of  the  Act 
which  among  other  things  require  a 
frduciary  to  ^scharge  his  duties 
respecting  the  plan  solely  in  the  interest 
of  the  participants  and  benefreiaries  of 
the  plan  and  in  a  prudent  fashion  in 
accordance  with  section  404(a)(1)(B)  of 
the  Act;  nor  does  it  afreet  the 
requirement  of  section  401(a)  of  the 
Code  that  the  plan  must  operate  for  the 
exclusive  benefit  of  the  employees  of  the 
employer  maintaining  the  plan  and  their 
beneficiaries; 

(2)  The  proposed  exemption,  if 
granted,  will  not  extend  to  transactions 
prohibited  under  section  406(b)(3)  of  the 
Act  and  section  4975(c)(1)(F)  of  the 
Code; 

(3)  Before  an  exemption  may  be 
granted  under  section  408(a)  of  the  Act 
and  section  4975(c)(2)  of  the  Code,  the 
Department  must  ^d  that  the 
exemption  is  administratively  feasible, 
in  the  interests  of  the  plan  and  of  its 
participants  and  benefreiaries  and 
protective  of  the  rights  of  participants. 

(4)  The  proposed  exemption,  if 
granted,  will  be  supplemental  to.  and 
not  in  derogation  of,  any  other 
provisions  of  the  Act  and  the  Code, 
including  statutory  or  administrative 
exemptions  and  transitional  rules. 
Furthermore,  the  fact  that  a  transaction 
is  subject  to  an  administrative  or 
statutory  exemption  is  not  dispositive  of 
whether  the  transaction  is  in  fact  a 
prohibited  transaction. 
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Written  Comments  and  Hearing  Request 

All  interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  comments  or  requests  for 
a  hearing  on  the  pending  exemption  to 
the  address  above,  within  the  time 
period  set  forth  above.  All  comments 
will  be  made  a  part  of  the  record. 
Comments  and  requests  for  a  hearing 
should  state  the  reasons  for  the  writer’s 
interest  in  the  pending  exemption. 
Comments  received  will  be  available  for 
public  inspection  with  the  application 
for  exemption  at  the  address  set  forth 
above. 

Proposed  Exemption 

Based  on  the  facts  and 
representations  set  forth  in  the 
application,  the  Department  is 
considering  granting  the  requested 
exemption  under  the  authority  of  section 
408(a)  of  the  Act  and  section  4975(c)(2] 
of  the  Code  and  in  accordance  with  the 
procedures  set  forth  in  ERISA  Procedure 
75-1  (40  FR 18471,  April  28, 1975),  If  the 
exemption  is  granted  the  restrictions  of 
section  406(a),  406(b)(1)  and  406(b)(2)  of 
the  Act  and  the  sanctions  resulting  from  - 
the  application  ofcection  4975  of  the 
Code,  by  reason  of  section  4975(c)(1)(A) 
through  (E)  of  the  Code  shall  not  apply 
for  a  period  of  five  years  to  (1)  the  Plan 
Loans  by  the  Plans  to  Sherwood  Leasing 
provided  that  the  terms  of  the  Plan 
Loans  are  equal  to  or  better  than  those 
which  the  Plans  could  receive  in  a 
similar  transaction  with  an  unrelated 
party;  and  (2)  the  guarantee  of  the 
obligation  of  Sherwood  Leasing  in  such 
transactions  by  Sherwood  Industries 
and  Dubin  and  Sussman. 

The  proposed  exemption,  if  granted, 
will  be  subject  to  the  express  conditions 
that  the  material  facts  and 
representations  contained  in  the 
application  are  true  and  complete,  and 
that  the  application  accurately  describes 
all  material  terms  of  the  transaction  to 
be  consummated  pursuant  to  the 
exemption. 

Signed  at  Washington.  O.C..  this  29th  day 
of  June,  1981. 

Ian  D.  Lanoff, 

Administrator,  Pension  and  Welfare  Benefit 
Programs,  Labor-Management  Services 
Administration,  Department  of  Labor, 

|FR  Doc.  81-19703  Filed  7-2-81:  8:48  am| 
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Office  of  the  Secretary 

ITA-W-1 1,641] 

Elder  Manufacturing  Co.,  Dexter,  Mo.; 
Termination  of  Investigation 

Pursuant  to  section  221  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974,  an  investigation  was 


initiated  on  November  10, 1980,  in 
response  to  a  worker  petition  received 
on  November  3, 1980,  which  was  filed  by 
the  Amalgamated  Clothing  and  Textile 
Workers  Union  on  behalf  of  the  workers 
at  Elder  Manufacturing  Company, 
Dexter,  Missouri. 

The  petitioning  group  of  workers  are 
subject  to  an  ongoing  investigation  for 
which  a  determination  has  not  yet  been 
issued  (TA-W-11,632).  Consequently 
further  investigation  in  this  case  would 
serve  no  purpose;  and  the  investigation 
has  been  terminated. 

Signed  in  Washington,  D.C.  this  26th  day  of 
(une  1981. 

Harold  A.  Bratt, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance. 

pK  Doc.  81-19681  Filed  7-2-81:  a4S  am) 
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ITA-W-1 1,488] 

Vicky  Sportswear,  McAdoo,  Pa.; 
Termination  of  Investigation 

Pursuant  to  Section  221  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974,  an  investigation  was 
initiated  on  October  27, 1980,  in 
response  to  a  worker  petition  received 
on  October  22, 1980,  which  was  filed  on 
behalf  of  the  workers  of  Vicky 
Sportswear,  McAdoo,  Pennsylvania. 

The  petitioners  have  requested  that 
the  petition  be  withdrawn. 

Consequently  further  investigation  in 
this  case  would  serve  no  purpose;  and 
the  investigation  has  been  terminated. 

Signed  in  Washington,  D.C.  this  26th  day  of 
June  1981. 

Harold  A.  Bratt, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19682  Filed  7-2-81: 8:48  am] 
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NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor 
Safeguards;  Subcommittee  on 
Comanche  Peak  Units  1  and  2;  Meeting 

The  ACRS  Subcommittee  on 
Comanche  Peak  Units  1  and  2  will  hold 
a  meeting  on  July  22, 1981,  Room  1046, 
1717  H  Street,  NW,  Washington,  DC  to 
continue  the  review  of  the  application  of 
the  Texas  Utilities  Generating  Company 
for  a  license  to  operate  the  Comanche 
Peak  Units  1  and  2.  The  Subcommittee 
will  discuss  certain  items  such  as 
Organization,  Training  program.  Quality 
Assurance  program,  etc.  related  to 
Comanche  Peak  Units  1  and  2.  Notice  of 
this  meeting  was  published  June  17. 


In  accordance  with  the  procedures 
outlined  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
October  7, 1980,  (45  FR  66535),  oral  or 
written  statements  may  be  presented  by 
members  of  the  public,  recordings  will 
be  permitted  only  during  those  portions 
of  the  meeting  when  a  transcript  is  being 
kept,  and  questions  may  be  asked  only 
by  members  of  the  Subcommittee,  its 
consultants,  and  Staff.  Persons  desiring 
to  make  oral  statements  should  notify 
the  Designated  Federal  Employee  as  far 
in  advance  as  practicable  so  that 
appropriate  arrangements  can  be  made 
to  allow  the  necessary  time  during  the 
meeting  for  such  statements. 

The  entire  meeting  will  be  open  to 
public  attendance. 

The  agenda  for  subject  meeting  shall 
be  as  follows: 

Wednesday,  July  22, 1981,  8:45  a.m.  until 
the  conclusion  of  business. 

During  the  initial  portion  of  the  meeting, 
the  Subcommittee,  along  with  any  of  its 
consultants  who  may  be  present,  will 
exchange  preliminary  views  regarding 
matters  to  be  considered  during  the  balance 
of  the  meeting. 

The  Subcommittee  will  then  hear 
presentations  by  and  hold  discussions  with 
representatives  of  the  Texas  Utilities 
Generating  Company,  NRC  Staff,  their 
consultants,  and  other  interested  persons 
regarding  this  review. 

Further  information  regarding  topics 
to  be  discussed,  whether  the  meeting 
has  been  cancelled  or  rescheduled,  the 
Chairman’s  ruling  on  requests  for  the 
opportunity  to  present  oral  statements 
and  the  time  allotted  therefor  can  be 
obtained  by  a  prepaid  telephone  call  to 
the  cognizant  Designated  Federal 
Employee,  Mr.  Sam  Duraiswamy 
(telephone  202/634-3267)  between  8:15 
a.m.  and  5:00  pjn.,  EDT. 

Dated;  )une  29  1981. 

John  C.  Hoyle, 

Advisory  Committee  Management  Officer. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19688  Filed  7-2-81: 8:48  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  7S90-01-M 


[Docket  Nos.  50-325  and  50-324] 

Carolina  Power  &  Light  Co.;  Issuance 
of  Amendments  to  Facility  Operating 
Licenses 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  (the  Commission)  has 
issued  Amendment  Nos.  38  and  60  to 
Facility  Operating  License  Nos.  DPR-71 
and  DPR-62  issu^  to  Carolina  Power  & 
Light  Company  (the  licensee)  which 
revised  the  Technical  Specifications  for 
operation  of  the  Brunswick  Steam 
Electric  Plant,  Units  Nos.  1  and  2  (the 
facility),  located  in  Brunswick  County, 


0 
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North  Carolina.  The  amendments  are 
eflPective  as  of  the  date  of  issuance. 

The  amendment  for  Brunswick  Unit 
No.  1  revises  the  Technical 
Specifications  to  (1)  establish  new 
vessel  level  setpoints  that  are  consistent 
with  a  common  instrument  zero  level,  (2) 
incorporate  the  Low  Level  #1 
instrument  into  the  Automatic 
Depressurization  System  (ADS) 
instrumentation  tables,  and  (3)  reflect 
instrument  niunber  designation  changes 
resulting  from  the  replacement  of  certain 
digital  instrumentation  with  analog 
loops.  The  Amendment  for  Brunswick 
Unit  No.  2  revises  the  Technical 
Specifications  to  (1)  incorporate  the  Low 
Level  #1  instrument  into  the  ADS 
instrumentation  tables,  (2)  include  a 
level  instrument  inadvertently  omitted 
from  a  previous  amendment,  and  (3) 
standardize  instrumentation  table 
terminology. 

The  application  for  the  amendments 
complies  with  the  standards  and 
requirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act 
of  1954,  as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations.  The 
Commission  has  made  appropriate 
findings  as  required  by  the  Act  and  the 
Commission's  rules  and  regulations  in  10 
CFR  Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendments.  Prior  public  notice 
of  the  amendments  was  not  required 
since  the  amendments  do  not  involve  a 
significant  hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  the  amendments  will  not 
result  in  any  significant  environmental 
impact  and  the  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
51.5(d)(4),  and  environmental  impact 
statement  or  negative  declaration  and 
environmental  impact  appraisal  need 
not  be  prepared  in  connection  with 
issuance  of  the  amendments. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,- see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendments  dated  June  11, 1981,  (2) 
Amendment  Nos.  38  and  60  to  License 
Nos.  DPR-71  and  DPR-62,  and  (3)  the 
Commission’s  related  Safety  Evaluation. 
These  items  are  available  for  public 
inspection  at  the  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room,  1717  H  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  and  at  the  Southport* 
Brunswick  County,  Library,  109  West 
Moore  Street,  Southport,  North  Carolina 
28461.  A  copy  of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may  ^ 
be  obtained  upon  request  addressed  to 
the  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20555, 
Attention:  Director,  Division  of 
Operating  Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland  this  25th  day 
of  June  1981. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Thomas  A.  Ippolito, 

Chief,  Operating  Reactors  Branch  No.  2, 
Division  of  Licensing. 

{FR  Doo.  81-19886  Filed  7-2-81;  8:45  am] 

BHJJNQ  COD6  TSM-OI-M 


[Docket  Nos.  50-440  and  50-441] 

Cleveland  Electric  Illuminating  Co.,  et 
al.  (Perry  Nuclear  Power  Plant,  Unite  1 
and  2);  Availability  of  Applicants’ 
Environmental  Report 

Pursuant  to  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969  and 
the  regulations  of  the  Commission  in  10 
CFR  Part  51,  The  Cleveland  Electric 
Illuminating  Company,  on  behalf  of 
itself  and  as  agent  for  Duquesne  Light 
Company,  Ohio  Edison  Company, 
Pennsylvania  Power  Company,  and  The 
Toledo  Edison  Company,  has  filed  an 
Environmental  Report  in  support  of  its 
application  to  operate  the  Perry  Nuclear 
Power  Plant,  Units  1  and  2,  to  be  located 
near  Lake  Erie  in  Lake  County,  Ohio. 

The  report,  which  discusses 
environmental  considerations  related  to 
the  construction  and  operation  of  the 
proposed  facility  is  available  for  public 
inspection  at  the  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room  located  at  1717  H 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20555, 
and  at  the  Perry  Public  Library,  3753 
Main  Street,  Perry,  Ohio  44081.  Copies 
of  the  report  are  also  being  made 
available  at  the  Ohio  State 
Clearinghouse,  Office  of  Budget  and 
Management,  30  East  Broad  Street, 
Columbus,  Ohio  43215. 

After  the  environmental  report  has 
been  analyzed  by  the  Office  of  Nucleeur 
Reactor  Regulation  staff,  a  draft 
environmental  statement  will  be 
prepared.  Upon  preparation  of  the  draft 
environmental  statement,  the 
Commission  will,  among  other  things, 
cause  to  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register,  a  summary  notice  of 
availability  of  the  drpft  statement.  The 
summary  notice  will  also  contain  a 
statement  to  the  effect  that  comments  of 
Federal  agencies  and  State  and  local 
officials  will  be  made  available  when 
received.  Upon  consideration  of 
comments  submitted  with  respect  to  the 
draft  environmental  statement,  the  staff 
will  issue  a  final  environmental 
statement,  the  availability  of  which  will 
be  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  30th  day 
of  June  1981. 


For  the  Nudear  Regulatory  Commiesiofi. 

A.  Schwencer, 

Chief,  Licensing  Branch  No.  Z  Division  of 
Licensing. 

[FR  Doc.  81-19687  FOed  7-2-81: 8:45  amj 
BILUNQ  CODE  7690-01-11 

[Docket  Nos.  50-295  and  50-304 

Commonwealth  Edison  Co.;  Issuance 
of  Amendment  to  Facility  Operating 
License 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  (the  Commission)  has 
issued  Amendment  No.  65  to  Facility 
Operating  License  No.  DPR-39,  and 
Amendment  No.  62  to  Facility  Operating 
License  No.  DPR-48  issued  to  the 
Commonwealth  Edison  Company  (the 
licensee),  which  revised  Teclmicsd 
Specifications  for  operation  of  Zion 
Station,  Units  1  and  2  (the  facilities) 
located  in  Zion,  Illinois.  The 
amendments  are  effective  as  of  the  date 
of  issuance. 

These  amendments  revise  the 
Technical  Specifications  to  incorporate 
the  requirements  for  decay  heat  removal 
capability  and  to  further  define  the  term 
“o[>erable”  for  systems  and  components. 

The  application  for  the  amendments 
complies  with  the  standards  and 
requirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act 
of  1954,  as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations.  The 
Commission  has  made  appropriate 
findings  as  required  by  the  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10 
CFR  Chapter  L  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendments.  Prior  public  notice 
of  these  amendments  was  not  required 
since  the  amendments  do  not  involve  a 
significant  hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  these  amendments  will 
not  result  in  any  significant 
environmental  impact  and  that  pursuant 
to  10  CFR  §  51.5(d)(4)  an  environmental 
impact  statement  or  negative 
declaration  and  environmental  impact 
appraisal  need  not  be  prepared  in 
connection  with  issuance  of  these 
amendments. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  applications  for 
amendments  dated  May  23.  September 
24,  October  22,  November  7, 1960  and 
May  1,  May  29, 1981.  (2)  .Amendment 
Nos.  65  and  62  to  License  Nos.  DPR-39 
and  DPR-48,  and  (3)  the  Commission's 
letter  dated  June  22, 1981.  All  of  these 
items  are  available  for  public  inspection 
at  the  Commission's  Public  Document 
Room.  1717  H  Street,  N.W.,  Washington. 
D.C.  and  at  the  Zion-Benton  Public 
Library  District,  2600  Emmaus  Avenue. 
Zion,  Illinois  60099.  A  copy  of  items  (2) 
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and  (3]  may  be  obtained  upon  request 
addressed  to  the  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Director,  Division 
of  Licensing. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  22  day 
of  June  1981. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Steven  A.  Varga, 

Chief,  Operating  Reactors  Branch  No.  1, 
Division  of  Licensing. 

FR  Doc.  81-19688  Filed  7-2-81;  8:45  am| 
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[Docket  Nos.  50-250  and  50-251] 

Florida  Power  &  Light  Co.;  Issuance  of 
Amendments  to  Facility  Operating 
Licenses 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  (the  Commission]  has 
issued  Amendment  Nos.  69  and  61  to 
Facility  Operating  License  Nos.  DPR-31 
and  DPR-41,  respectively,  issued  to 
Florida  Power  and  Light  Company  for 
operation  of  the  Turkey  Point  Plant  Unit 
Nos.  3  and  4,  located  in  Dade  County, 
Florida.  The  amendments  are  effective 
as  of  the  date  of  issuance. 

The  amendments  approve  the  steam 
generator  repair  program  for  the  Turkey 
Point  Plant  Unit  Nos.  3  and  4  and 
provide  license  conditions  related  to  the 
repair  operation. 

The  amendments  comply  with  the 
standards  and  requirements  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended 
(the  Act],  and  the  Commission’s  rules 
and  regulations.  The  Commission  has 
made  appropriate  findings  as  required 
by  the  Act  and  the  Commission’s  rules 
and  regulations  in  10  CFR  Chapter  I, 
which  are  set  forth  in  the  license 
amendments.  Notice  of  Proposed 
Issuance  of  Amendments  to  Facility 
Operating  Licenses  in  Connection  with 
this  action  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  December  13, 1977  (42  FR 
62569].  On  August  3, 1979,  Mr.  Mark  P. 
Oncavage  was  granted  status  as  an 
intervenor. 

On  May  28, 1981,  the  Atomic  Safety 
and  Licensing  Board  (ASLB]  issued  a 
Memorandum  and  Order  granting 
summary  disposition  on  all  contentions 
and  cancelling  the  evidentiary  hearing. 
On  June  19, 1981  the  ASLB  issued  its 
Final  Order  which  authorized  the 
Director  of  Nuclear  Reactor  Regulation 
to  issue  appropriate  license 
amendments  to  permit  the  proposed 
steam  generator  repair. 

The  Commission  has  issued  a  Final 
Environmental  Statement  on  March  30, 
1981,  which  was  noticed  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  April  3, 1981  (46  FR  20340], 
and  has  concluded  that  the  action  will 
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not  significantly  affect  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action  see  (1]  the  Report  dated 
September  20, 1977,  as  supplemented  on 
December  20,  March  7,  April  25,  June  20, 
and  August  4, 1978,  January  26, 1979,  and 
March  28, 1980:  (2]  Amendment  Nos.  69 
and  61  to  License  Nos.  DPR-31  and 
DPR-41;  (3]  the  Commission’s  related 
Safety  Evaluation  (NUREG-0756]  dated 
December  1980;  and  (4]  the 
Commission’s  related  Final 
Environmental  Statement  (NUREG- 
0743]  dated  March  1981.  All  of  these 
items  are  available  for  public  inspection 
at  the  Commission’s  Public  Document 
Room,  1717  H  Street,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  and  at  the  Environmental  &  Urban 
Affairs  Library,  Florida  International 
University,  Miami,  Florida  33199. 

A  copy  of  items  (2],  (3]  and  (4]  may  be 
obtained  upon  request  addressed  to  the 
U.S.  Nuclear  Regiilatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention; 
Director,  Division  of  Licensing. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland  this  24th  day 
of  June  1981. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Steven  A.  Varga, 

Chief,  Operating  Reactors  Branch  No.  1, 
Division  of  Licensing. 

(FR  Doc.  81-19689  Filed  7-2-81: 8;4S  am] 
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[Docket  No.  50-327] 

Tennessee  Valley  Authority;  Issuance 
of  Amendment  to  Facility  Operating 
License  No.  DPR-77 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  (the  Commission]  has 
issued  Amendment  No.  7  to  Facility 
Operating  License  No.  DPR-77,  issued  to 
Tennessee  Valley  Authority  (licensee] 
for  the  Sequoyah  Nuclear  Plant,  Unit  1 
(the  facility]  located  in  Hamilton 
County,  Tennessee.  This  amendment 
changes  the  Technical  Specifications  to 
allow  deletion  of  the  reector  trip  on 
turbine  trip  below  50-percent  power 
level. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and 
requirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act 
of  1954,  as  amended  (the  Act],  and  the 
Commission’s  regulations.  The 
Commission  has  made  appropriate 
findings  as  required  by  the  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  regulations  in  10  CFR 
Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendment.  Prior  public  notice 
of  this  amendment  was  not  required 
since  the  amendment  does  not  involve  a 
significant  hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  this  amendment  will  not 
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result  in  any  significant  environmental 
impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR  51.5 
(d](4]  an  environmental  impact 
statement,  or  negative  declaration  and 
environmental  impact  apfvaisal  need 
not  be  prepared  in  connection  with 
issuance  of  this  amendment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1]  Tennessee  Valley 
Authority  letters  dated  May  13  and  14, 
1981,  (2]  Amendment  No.  7  to  Facility 
Operating  License  No.  DPR-77  with 
Appendix  A  Technical  Specification 
page  changes,  and  (3]  the  Commission’s 
related  Safety  Evaluation. 

All  of  these  items  are  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Commission’s 
Public  Document  Room,  1717  H  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.,  and  the 
Chattanooga  Hamilton  County 
Bicentennial  Library,  1001  Broad  Street, 
Chattanooga,  Tennessee  37402.  A  copy 
of  Amendment  No.  7  may  be  obtained 
upon  request  addressed  ot  the  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention: 
Director,  Division  of  Licensing. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland  this  26th  day 
of  June,  1981. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Elinor  G.  Adensam, 

Acting  Chief,  Licensing  Branch  No.  4,  Division 
of  Licensing. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19690  Filed  7-2-81:  8MS  am] 
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OFFICE  OF  MANAGEMENT  AND 
BUDGET 

Agency  Forms  Under  Review 

Background 

When  executive  departments  and 
agencies  propose  public  use  forms, 
reporting,  or  recordkeeping 
requirements,  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget  (OMBJ  reviews  and  acts  on 
those  requirements  under  the  Paperwork 
Reduction  Act  (44  USC,  Chapter  35]. 
Departments  and  agencies  use  a  number 
of  techniques  including  public  hearings 
to  consult  with  the  public  on  significant 
reporting  requirements  before  seeking 
OMB  approval  OMB  in  carrying  out  its 
responsibility  under  the  Act  also 
considers  comments  on  the  forms  and 
recordkeeping  requirements  that  will 
affect  the  public. 

List  of  Forms  Under  Review 

Every  Monday  and  Thursday  OMB 
publishes  a  list  of  the  agency  forms 
received  for  review  since  the  last  list 
was  published.  The  list  has  all  the 
entries  for  one  agency  together  and 
grouped  into  new  forms,  revisions, 
extensions  (burden  change],  extensions 
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(no  change),  or  reinstatements.  The 
agency  clearance  ofHcer  can  tell  you  the 
nature  of  any  particular  revision  you  are 
interested  in.  Each  entry  contains  the 
following  information: 

The  name  and  telephone  number  of 
the  agency  clearance  officer  (from 
whom  a  copy  of  the  form  and  supporting 
documents  is  available); 

The  office  of  the  agency  issuing  this 
form; 

The  title  of  the  form; 

The  agency  form  number,  if 
applicable; 

How  often  the  form  must  be  filled  out; 

Who  will  be  required  or  asked  to 
report; 

The  Standard  Industrial  Classification 
(SIC)  codes,  referring  to  specific 
respondent  groups  that  are  affected; 

Whether  small  businesses  or 
organizations  are  affected; 

A  description  of  the  Federal  budget 
functional  category  that  covers  the 
information  collection; 

An  estimate  of  the  number  of 
responses; 

An  estimate  of  the  total  number  of 
hours  needed  to  fill  out  the  form; 

An  estimate  of  the  cost  to  the  Federal 
Goverriment; 

An  estimate  of  the  cost  to  the  public; 

The  number  of  forms  in  the  request  for 
approval; 

An  indication  of  whether  Section 
3504(h)  of  Pub.  L  96-611  applies; 

The  name  and  telephone  number  of 
the  person  or  office  responsible  for  OMB 
review;  and 

An  abstract  describing  the  need  for 
and  uses  of  the  information  collection. 

Reporting  or  recordkeeping 
requirements  that  appear  to  raise  no 
significant  issues  are  approved 
promptly.  Our  usual  practice  is  not  to 
take  any  action  on  proposed  reporting 
requirements  until  at  least  ten  working 
days  after  notice  in  the  Federal  Register, 
but  occasionally  the  public  interest 
requires  more  rapid  action. 

Comments  and  Questions 

Copies  of  the  proposed  forms  and 
supporting  documents  may  be  obtained 
from  the  agency  clearance  officer  whose 
name  and  telephone  number  appear 
under  the  agency  name.  The  agency 
clearance  officer  will  send  you  a  copy  of 
the  proposed  form,  the  request  for 
clearance  (SF83),  supporting  statement, 
instructions,  transmittal  letters,  and 
other  documents  that  are  submitted  to 
OMB  for  review.  If  you  experience 
difficulty  in  obtaining  the  information 
you  need  in  reasonable  time,  please 
advise  the  OMB  reviewer  to  whom  the 
report  is  assigned.  Comments  and 
questions  about  the  items  on  this  list 


should  be  directed  to  the  OMB  reviewer 
or  office  listed  at  the  end  of  each  entry. 

If  you  anticipate  commenting  on  a 
form  but  find  that  time  to  prepare  will 
prevent  you  from  submitting  comments 
promptly,  you  should  advise  the 
reviewer  of  your  intent  as  early  as 
possible. 

The  timing  and  format  of  this  notice 
have  been  changed  to  make  the 
publication  of  the  notice  predictable  and 
to  give  a  clearer  explanation  of  this 
process  to  the  public.  If  you  have 
comments  and  suggestions  for  futher 
improvements  to  this  notice,  please  send 
them  to:  Jim  J.  Tozzi,  Deputy 
Administrator,  Office  of  Information  and 
Regulatory  Affairs,  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget,  726  Jackson 
Place,  Northwest,  Washington,  D.C. 
20503. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Richard  J. 
Schrimper — 202-447-6201 

New 

•  Forest  Service 

Special  use  application  and  report 
FS  2700-3 
On  occasion 

Individuals  or  households  /  state  or 
local  governments  /  farms  / 
businesses  or  other  institutions 
Non-Federal  entities  such  as  individuals 
and  partnerships 
Sic:  All 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Conservation  and  land  management, 
2,000  responses,  8,000  hours;  $250,180 
Federal  cost,  1  form.  Not  applicable 
under  3504(h) 

Charles  A.  Ellett,  202-395-7340 
This  non-recurring  report  is  required 
to  apply  for  a  national  forest  special  use 
permit. 

•  Forest  Service 

Request  for  termination  of  and 
application  for  special  use  permit 
FS  2700-3A 
On  occasion 

Individuals  or  households/State  or  local 
governments/farms/businesses  or 
other  institutions 

Non-Federal  entities  such  as  individuals 
6uid  partnerships 
Sic:  All 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Conservation  and  land  management, 
1,000  responses,  250  hours:  $12,590 
Federal  cost,  1  form.  Not  applicable 
under  3504(h) 

Charles  A.  Ellett,  202-395-7340 
This  form  is  required  to  request 
termination  of  a  special  use  permit  and 
to  make  application  for  a  permit  by  the 
pmehase  of  the  improvements. 


Revisions 

•  Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service 

Animal  welfare  reports 
VS  18-3,  8, 11,  and  23 
On  occasion  annually 
Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Animal  dealers  and  exhibitors,  research 
facilities 
Sic:  599  799  027 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Agricultural  research  and  services, 

15,050  responses,  17,513  hours; 

$261,482  Federal  cost,  4  forms.  Not 
applicable  under  3504(h) 

Charles  A.  Ellett,  202-395-7340 
Report  submitted  by  registered 
research  facilities  uuficating  that  facility 
has  followed  professonally  acceptable 
standards  governing  the  care,  treatment, 
and  use  of  animals.  Report  required  by 
Sec.  136(A)  of  the  Animal  Welfare  Act 
USDA-APHIS  provides  report  to 
Congress  per  S^.  25  of  the  act 

Extensions  (Burden  Change) 

•  Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service 

Application  for  permit  to  import 
controlled  material/import  or 
transport  organisms  or  vectors 
VS  16-3 
On  occasion 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Research  labs,  universities,  businesses 
{HDducing  vaccines  and  biologies 
Sic:  739  822  283 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Agricultural  research  and  services.  1,500 
responses,  750  hours;  $35,711  Federal 
cost  1  form.  Not  applicable  under 
3504(h) 

Charles  A.  Ellett  202-395-7340 
Applicaton  for  permit  to  import 
organisms  or  vectors  or  various 
categories  of  animal  products, 
byproducts,  and  controlled  materiaL 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Edward 
Michals— 202-377-3627  ' 

Revisions 

•  Economic  Development 
Administration 

Evaluation  of  EDA’s  job  targetting 
efforts 

ED  456QP  and  464QP 
Nonrecurring 

Individuals  or  households/businesses  or 
other  institutions/small  industrial 
enterprises,  employees 
Sic:  Multiple 

Area  and  regional  development  5,370 
responses,  1,761  hours;  $175,000 
Federal  cost  1  form.  Not  applicable 
under  3504(h) 
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William  T.  Adams,  202-395-4814 
The  survey  will  be  used  to  evaluate 
the  employment  effects  on 
disadvantaged  populations  achieved 
through  EDA’s  business  development 
loan  program.  These  data  will  be  used  to 
identify  the  types  or  jobs  that  are 
created,  the  characteristics  of  people 
who  are  employed,  and  to  assess  how 
firm  viability  is  affected  by  EDA  loans. 

Extensions  (Burden  Change) 

•  Bureau  of  the  Census 
Margarine  (manufacturer's  packaging 

operations) 

M20R 

Monthly 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Margarine  manufacturers 
Sic:  207 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Other  advancement  and  regulation  of 
commerce,  600  responses,  150  hours: 
$3,315,000  Federal  cost,  1  form.  Not 
applicable  under  3504(h) 

Office  of  Federal  Statistical  Policy  and 
Standard  202-673-7974 
These  data  are  used  extensively  by 
both  government  and  industry  analysts 
to  monitor  the  market  conditions  in  the 
margarine  industry.  Monthly  data  on 
production  of  margarine  are  required  by 
law  and  the  additional  detail,  funded  by 
the  margarine  association,  provides  the 
information  needed  to  analyze  the 
margarine  market. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH  AND  HUMAN 
SERVICES 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — ^Joseph 
Stmad— 202-246-7488 

New 

•  Departmental  Management 
Evaluation  pf  the  medicare  mental 

health  demonstration 
OS-7-81 

Quarterly,  semiannually 
Businesses  or  other  institutions 
30  Comm,  mental  health  centers  and 
partial  hosp.  facilities 
Sic:  808 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Public  assistance  and  other  income 
supplements.  210  responses,  730 
hours;  $755,879  Federal  cost,  3  forms. 
Not  applicable  under  3504(h) 
Gwendolyn  Pla,  202-395-6880 
This  evaluation  is  designed  to  assess 
the  costs  of  medicare-financed 
ambulatory  mental  health  care.  Forty- 
five  nationally  selected  mental  health 
settings  will  receive  medicare  waivers 
that  eliminate  or  modify  a  number  of 
medicare  reimbursement  limitations. 
Thirty  additional  sites  will  be  used  for 
comparison  and  a  national  survey  of  all 
ambulatory  settings  will  be  conducted 


on  a  one-time  basis  to  project  national 
costs.  (The  national  survey  is  not 
included  in  this  request.) 

•  Alcohol,  Drug  Abuse,  and  Mental 
Health  Administration 

Obligated  service  for  mental  health 
traineeships 
Annually 

Individuals  or  households 
Individuals  receiving  mental  health 
traineeships 

Health,  1,400  responses,  233  hours: 

$4,168  Federal  cost,  3  forms.  Not 
applicable  under  3504(h) 

Gwendolyn  Pla,  202-395-6880 
Pub.  L  96-398  requires  payback  from 
each  individual  who  receives  a  clinical 
traineeship  in  psychology,  psychiatry, 
nursing,  or  social  work.  'These 
regulations  and  forms  are  necessary  to 
establish  an  agreement  for  this  payback 
and  to  monitor  the  fulfillment  of  the 
agreement. 

Revisions 

•  Social  Security  Administraton 
Tenth  wave  survey  of  Southeast  Asian 

refugees:  (A)  short  form,  (B)  long  form 
OS-8-81 
Other — See  SF83 
Individuals  or  households 
Refugee  households,  as  based  on  a 
nationwide  random  sample 
Public  assistance  and  other  income 
supplements,  1,500  responses,  417 
hours;  $93,000  Federal  cost,  1  form. 

Not  applicable  under  3504(h) 

Barbara  F.  Young,  202-395-6880 
Tenth  wave  survey  of  Southeast 
Asian  refugees.  Collection  of  general 
statistical  data  on  refugees  resettled  in 
the  United  States  since  May,  1975.  This 
is  the  tenth  in  a  series  of  surveys  to 
gather  the  data  required  of  or  for  the 
annual  report  to  Congress. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — ^John 
Windsor— 202-426-1887 

New 

•  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
General  operating  and  flight  rules — ^FAR 

91 

On  occasion 

Individuals  or  households/state  or  local 
govemments/businesses  or  other  ins 
aircraft  owners  and.operator8 
Sic:  929  939  all 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Air  transportation,  1,732,183  responses, 
311,879  hours;  $880,000  Federal  cost,  1 
form.  Not  applicable  under  3504(h) 
Corrinne  Hayward,  202-396-7340 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  section 
307  (49  U.S.C.  1348),  authorizes  issuance 
of  regulations  governing  the  use  of 
navigable  airspace.  14  CFR  91  prescribes 


regulations  governing  the  general 
operation  and  flight  of  aircraft. 
Information  is  collected  to  determine 
compliance. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Ms.  Joy 
Tucker— 202-634-6394 

Extensions  (No  Change) 

•  Comptroller  of  the  Currency 
Special  report  for  national  banks 

required  to  file  the  large  bank 
supplements 
FDIC,  8040/52 
Quarterly 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Nat’l  banks  in  certain  size  categories 
Other  advancement  and  regulation  of 
commerce,  22,756  responses,  41,572 
hours;  form.  Not  applicable  under 
3504(h) 

Kevin  Broderick,  202-395-6880.- 
These  data,  not  collected  as  part  of 
the  interagency  call  report,  are  used  in 
OCC’s  NBSS  system,  the  forerunner  of 
the  interagency  surveillance  system 
being  developed.  When  similar  data  are 
collected  on  an  interagency  basis,  need 
for  these  OCC  supplements  will  end. 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Mr.  Phillip 
Ross— 202-287-0747. 

New 

•  Standards  of  performance  for  new 
stationary  sources 

Stationary  internal  combustion  engines 
Quarterly 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
New  stationary  diesel  and  dual-fuel 
internal  combustion  engines 
Sic:  461  491  492  138  362 
Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Pollution  control  and  abatement,  320 
responses,  1,280  hours;  5  forms.  Not 
applicable  under  3504(h) 

Edward  H.  Clarke,  202-395-7340. 

See  preamble  summary  and  reports 
impact  analysis. 

FEDERAL  EMERGENCY  MANAGEMENT  AGENCY 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — ^Linda 
Shiley— 202-254-9515 

Reinstatements 

•  Project  application  for  Federal 
assistance 

FEMA90-4 
On  occasion 

State  or  local  governments 
Local  governments  in  disaster  areas 
Disaster  relief  and  insurance,  12,500 
responses,  25,000  hours;  1  form.  Not 
applicable  under  3504(h) 

Robert  Veeder,  202-395-4814 
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To  obtain  Federal  disaster  assistance 
for  publicly-owned  facilities.  The 
authorized  agent  of  the  State  or  local 
government  concerned  submits  a  im>iect 
application  and  the  documentation. 

Piior  to  approval,  FEMA  performs  an 
engineering  analysis  of  each  project 
application  and  the  accompanying 
damage  survey  reports  to  ensure  tiiat 
the  restoration  work  and  associated 
costs  meet  FEMA  eligibility  criteria. 

•  Notice  of  interest  in  applying  for 
Federal  disaster  assistance 

FEMA  90-49 
On  occasion 

State  or  local  governments 
Local  governments  in  disaster  areas 
Disaster  relief  and  insurance,  5,000 
responses,  1,250  hours;  1  form.  Not 
applicable  under  3504(h)  ‘ 

Robert  Veeder,  202-395-4814 
Auth.  Pub.  L  93-288.  In  order  to 
determine  kinds  of  damage  and  location 
by  political  entities,  and  determine  the 
number  and  expertise  of  Fed  inspectors, 
as  described  above,  it  is  necessary  for 
each  local  gov’t  applicant  to  list  the 
types  of  damage  to  property  and 
facilities.  The  inspectors  can  then  be 
approximately  scheduled  and  assigned 
for  the  formal  survey. 

•  Building  survey 
FEMA  90-51 

On  occasion 

State  or  local  governments 
Federal  and  State  government 
inspectors 

Disaster  relief  and  insurance  1,000 
responses,  1,000  hours;  1  form.  Not 
applicable  under  3504(h) 

Robert  Veeder,  202-39&-4814 
The  basic  requirement  for  this  form 
stems  from  the  Disaster  Relief  Act  of  74, 
Pub.  L  93-288,  and  Federal  disaster 
assistance  regulations.  Title  44,  Part  205. 
this  form  is  used  in  conjunction  with  the 
damage  survey  report  prepared  for  each 
damaged  facility.  Certain  DSR’s  require 
supplemental  data  which  may  be 
conveniently  recorded  on  this  special 
form. 

•  Flood  insurance  survey 
FEMA  90-54 

On  occasion 

State  or  local  governments 
Federal  and  State  government 
inspectors 

Disaster  relief  and  insurance  1,250 
responses,  2,500  hours;  1  form.  Not 
applicable  under  3504(h) 

Robert  Veeder,  202-395-4814 
The  basic  requirement  of  this  form 
stems  from  the  Disaster  relief  Act  of 
1974.  Pub.  L  93-288,  and  Federal 
disaster  assistance  regulations.  Title  44, 
Part  205.  Prior  to  approval,  FEMA 
performs  an  engineering  analysis  of 


each  project  application  and  the 
accompanying  damage  survey  reports  to 
ensure  that  restoration  work  and 
associated  costs  meet  FEMA  eUgibitity 
requirements.  Appropriate  flood 
insurance  is  required  under  Pub.  L.  93- 
234  of  public  buildings  and  mobile 
homes  as  prerequisite  to  project 
application  approval  for  permanent 
work. 

•  Inspector’s  environmental  assessment 
FEMA  90-50 

On  occasion 

State  or  local  governments 
Federal  cmd  State  government 
inspectors 

Disaster  relief  and  insurance,  1,000 
responses,  2,000  hours;  1  form.  Not 
applicable  under  3504(h) 

Robert  Veeder,  202-395-4814 
When  the  Federal  inspector  inspects 
and  prepares  cost  estimates  for 
damaged  or  destroyed  facilities,  he  also 
reports  his  preliminary  findings  on  the 
action  the  applicant  proposes  or  that  the 
damaged  facility  is  causing  on 
environmental  impact.  Required  under 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  and 
Pub.  L  91-110. 

•  Bridge  survey 
FEMA  90-53 
On  occasion 

State  or  local  governments 
Federal  and  State  government 
inspectors 

Disaster  relief  and  insurance,  5,000 
responses,  2,500  hours;  1  form.  Not 
applicable  under  3504(h) 

Robert  Veeder,  202-395-4814 
This  form  serves  as  a  supplement  to 
the  damage  survey  report  where  it  is 
necessary  to  provide  more  detailed 
information  specifically  on  bridge 
damage  sustained  during  a  disaster.  The 
damage  survey  report  while  generally 
providing  sufficient  detail  on  most 
damages  was  found  to  be  lacking  in 
support  of  claims  for  restoration  or 
replacement  of  bridges.  It  would  not  be 
practical  to  combine  the  data  into  a 
single  form. 

•  Damage  survey  report 
FEMA  90-52 

On  occasion 

State  or  local  governments 
Federal  and  State  government 
inspectors 

Disaster  relief  and  insurance,  25,000 
responses,  50,000  hours;  1  form.  Not 
applicable  under  3504(h) 

Robert  Veeder,  202-395-4814 
Document  disaster  damage  and 
eligible  restorative  work  under  Pub.  L 
93-288  and  44  CFR  205.  Use  of  form 
required  under  FEMA  handbook,  DRR- 
2. 


OFFICE  OF  PERSONNEL  MANROEMBNr 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — John  P. 
Weld— 202-632-7737 

New 

•  Emergency  Coordinators/directors 
training  needs  profile  - 

WPE-125 
Nonrecurring  ' 

State  or  local  governments 
State  and  local  emeig.  mgt.  professional 
personnel 
Sid  919 

Central  personnel  management,  280 
responses,  210  hours;  $5,050  Federal 
cost,  1  form.  Not  applicable  under 
3504(h) 

Robert  Veeder.  202-395-4814 
This  survey  will  be  used  to  determine 
the  training  needs  of  State  and  local 
emergency  management  professional 
personnel  It  also  will  analyze  the 
present  Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency’s  treuning  programs  adequacy  in 
meeting  the  needs  of  emergency 
management  personnel. 

TENNESSEE  VALLEY  AUniOMTV 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Eugme  E. 
Mynatt— 615-857-2596. 

Extensions  (Burden  Change) 

•  Energy  conservation  audits 
TVA  6253  through  TVA  6253G 
Weekly 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Commercial  and  industrial 
establishments  in  the  TVA  service 
area 
Sid  All 

Energy  supply,  5,000  responses  22,500 
hours;  ^,900,000  Federal  cost,  8  forms. 
Not  applicable  under  3504(h) 

Charles  A.  Ellett,  202-895-7340 
Free  energy  audits  are  offered  to 
commercial  and  industrial  power 
customers  for  a  large-scale  energy 
conservation  program. 

VETERANS  AONNNiSTRATlOH 

Agency  Clearance  Officer— R.  C 
Whitt— 202-389-2146 

New 

•  Dental  record,  authorization  and 
invoice  for  outpatient  services 

VA 10-2570D 
On  occasion 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Private  dentists  who  service  outpatient 
VA  dental  care  patients 
Sic:  802 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Hospital  and  medical  care  for  veterans, 
71,550  responses,  23,850  hours; 
$515,877  Federal  cost,  1  form.  Not 
applicable  imder  3504(h) 
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Robert  Neal,  202-395-6880 
To  authorize  veteran  to  seek  private 
dentist  for  dental  examination  and 
treatment  plan.  Form  is  returned  to  VA 
for  review  and  treatment  authorization. 
On  completion  of  treatment,  original  and 
copy  are  returned  to  VA  where  they 
serve  as  a  record  of  treatment  and 
invoice  for  payment,  respectively. 

Revisions 

•  Application  for  servicemen’s  group 
life  insurance 
29-8713 
On  occasion 

Individuals  or  households 
Retired  reservists 
income  security  for  veterans,  5,000 
responses,  1,250  hours;  $55  Federal 
cost,  1  form.  Not  applicable  under 
3504(h) 

Robert  Neal,  202-395-6880 
The  completed  application  is  required 
by  law,  38  CFR  9.3.  The  information 
collected  is  used  to  determine  the 
eligibility  of  the  applicant  for  the 
insurance. 

C.  Louis  Kincannon, 

Assistant  Administator  for  Reports 
Management. 

|FR  Doc.  S1-19S62  Filed  8:45  am] 
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SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[Release  No.  22109;  70-6347] 

Middle  South  Utilities,  Inc.;  Notice  of 
Proposed  Changes  In  the  Amount  and 
Nature  of  Guarantees  Made  by  a 
Holding  Company  on  Behalf  Of  a 
Subsidiary 

June  29, 1981. 

Middle  South  Utilities,  Inc.  (“Middle 
South”),  225  Baronne  Street,  New 
Orleans,  Louisiana  70112,  a  registered 
holding  company,  has  filed  post¬ 
effective  amendments  to  a  declaration 
previously  Bled  with  this  Commission 
pursuant  to  Section  12(b)  of  the  Public 
Utility  Holding  Company  Act  of  1935 
(“Act”)  and  Rule  45  promulgated 
thereunder. 

By  an  order  dated  October  12, 1979 
(HCAR  No.  21250)  Middle  South  was 
authorized  to  guarantee  the  obligations 
of  one  of  its  wholly-owned  subsidiaries. 
Middle  South  Energy,  Inc.  (“MSEl”), 
with  respect  to  a  lease  of  nuclear  fuel 
dated  October  17, 1979  between  MSEI 
and  Port  Gibson  Energy,  Inc.  (“Port 
Gibson").  In  a  related  application  before 
this  Commission  (File  No.  70-6612)  MSEl 
and  Port  Gibson  propose  to  make 
payments  to  acquire  nuclear  fuel  to  be 
leased  by  MSEl  from  $79,000,000  to 


$109,000,000.  In  addition.  Port  Gibson’s 
borrowing  capacity  under  a  credit 
agreement  dated  October  17, 1979  with  a 
group  of  banks  pursuant  to  which  Port 
Gibson  finances  the  nuclear  fuel  it  ’ 
leases  to  MSEl  would  be  increased  from 
$80,000,000  to  $110,000,000  and  thiee 
banks  would  be  added  to  the  lending 
group.  As  it  did  in  connection  with  the 
original  credit  agreement.  Middle  South 
proposes  to  consent  to  the  terms  of  the 
amended  agreement  as  it  relates  to 
Middle  South’s  guaranty  of  MSEI’s 
obligations  under  the  fuel  lease  with 
Port  Gibson  and  Port  Gibson’s 
assignment  to  an  agent  for  the  banks  of 
its  rights  under  the  guaranty.  In 
addition.  Middle  South  proposes  to 
consent  to  Port  Gibson’s  assignment  of 
its  rights  under  the  guaranty  to  a 
representative  of  the  holders  of  Port 
Gibson’s  commercial  paper. 

The  declaration  and  amendments 
thereto  are  available  for  public 
inspection  through  the  Commission's 
Office  of  Public  Reference.  Interested 
persons  wishing  to  comment  or  request 
a  hearing  should  submit  their  views  in 
writing  by  July  23, 1981,  to  the  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549,  and  serve  a 
copy  on  the  declarant  at  the  address 
specified  above.  Proof  of  service  (by 
affidavit  or,  in  case  of  an  attorney  at 
law,  by  certificate)  should  be  filed  with 
the  request.  Any  request  for  a  hearing 
shall  identify  specifically  the  issues  of 
fact  or  law  that  are  disputed.  A  person 
who  so  requests  will  be  notified  of  any 
hearing,  if  ordered,  and  will  receive  a 
copy  of  any  notice  or  order  issued  in  this 
matter.  After  said  date,  the  declaration, 
as  amended  or  as  it  may  be  further 
amended,  may  be  permitted  to  become 
effective. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

Shirley  E.  Hollis, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19828  Filed  7-2-61: 6:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  S010-01-M 


[Release  No.  22110;  70-6601] 

New  England  EWtric  System,  New 
England  Energy,  Inc.;  Notice  of 
Proposal  to  Finance  Construction  of  a 
Collier  Through  Short-Term 
Borrowings 

June  29. 1981. 

New  England  Electric  System 
(“NEES”),  25  Research  Drive 
Westborough,  Massachusetts  01581,  a 
registered  holding  company  and  New 
England  Energy,  Inc.  (“NEEI”),  a  fuel 
procurement  subsidiary  of  N^S,  have 


filed  an  application-declaration  and  an 
amendment  thereto  with  this 
Commission  pursuant  to  Sections  6(a),  7 
and  12(b)  of  the  Public  Utility  Holding 
Company  Act  of  1935  (“Act”)  and  Rules 
50(a)(2)  and  50(a)(5)  promulgated 
thereunder. 

By  an  interim  order  dated  February 
13, 1981  (HCAR  No.  21919)  NEES  and 
NEEI  were  authorized  to  enter  into  a 
series  of  transactions  relating  to  the 
formation  of  a  joint  venture  whose 
purpose  is  construction  of  a  collier  for 
the  transfer  of  coal  from  parts  in  the 
mid-Atlantic  states  to  the  NEES 
system’s  power  plants  on  the  New 
England  coast.  NEEI  is  the  owner  of  a 
51%  interest  in  the  joint  venture,  the 
remaining  49%  being  owned  by 
Keystone  Shipping  Company 
(“Keystone”),  a  subsidiary  of  Charles 
Kurz  &  Co.,  Inc.  (“Kruz’).  The  joint 
venture  will  construct  the  collier  and 
contemplates  operating  it  under  a  24  Va 
year  charter  for  New  England  Power 
Company  (“NEPCO”),  the  generation 
and  transmission  subsidiary  of  the 
NEES  system.  The  order  of  February  13, 
1981  reserved  jurisdiction  over  the 
charter  between  NEPCO  and  the  joint 
venture.  On  February  17, 1981  the  joint 
venture  entered  into  a  construction 
contract  with  the  Quincy  Shipbuilding 
Division  of  General  Dynamics 
Corporation  for  construction  of  the 
collier.  The  contract  price  of  the  ship  is 
approximately  $60,000,000,  with 
additional  equipment  and  other  costs 
bringing  the  total  estimated  cost  of  the 
vessel  to  approximately  $69,000,000. 

That  order  also  authorized  NEES  to 
advance  funds  to  NEEI  for  NEEI’s  share 
of  the  initial  needs  of  the  joint  venture. 

In  order  to  provide  construction 
financing  and  to  enable  NEEI  to  repay 
the  advances  made  by  NEES  it  is  now 
proposed  that  the  joint  venture  enter 
into  a  credit  agreement  with  Bank  of 
America  under  which  the  joint  venture 
may  obtain  up  to  $20,000,000  for 
construction  of  the  collier.  The  joint 
venture  may  issue  commercial  paper  of 
up  to  270  day  maturities,  backed  by  the 
bank’s  letter  of  credit,  or  borrow  directly 
from  the  bank  under  a  revolving  credit 
arrangement.  The  total  borrowings 
under  both  methods  may  not  exceed 
$20,000,000  at  any  one  time  outstanding. 

If  the  joint  venture  chooses  to  issue 
commercial  paper  the  bank  will  receive 
a  fee  of  V2%  per  annum  on  the  amount  of 
commercial  paper  outstanding.  A 
subsidiary  of  the  bank  will  receive  a  fee 
of  $8  per  note  for  acting  as  issuing  and 
paying  agent,  and  a  division  of  the  bank 
will  receive  a  fee  of  y8%  per  annum  on 
the  average  amount  of  commercial  paper 
sold  for  its  services  as  exclusive  dealer 
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of  the  commercial  paper.  Assuming  the 
current  nominal  rate  on  30-ciay 
commercial  paper  of  17.25%.  the 
effective  cost  of  borrowing  for  a  $100,000 
30-day  note  would  be  18.64%. 

Under  the  revolving  credit 
arrangement  the  joint  venture  has  four 
options: 

(1)  it  may  borrow  domestic  dollars  at 
the  bank’s  prevailing  prime  rate; 

(2)  it  may  borrow  Eurodollars  at 
maturities  of  from  one  to  twelve  months 
at  the  then  appliable  LIBOR  rate  for 
such  maturities  plus  %%  per  annum; 

(3)  it  may  borrow  at  fixed  rates  for 
terms  of  up  to  18  months  at  an  interest 
rate  based  on  the  bank’s  effective  cost 
of  money  at  the  time  of  borrowing.  At 
present,  the  joint  venture  would  pay  50 
basis  points  over  cost  for  borrowings  of 
one  to  three  months.  75  basis  points  over 
cost  on  borrowings  of  three  to  six 
months  and  100  basis  points  over  cost 
on  borrowings  in  excess  of  six  months; 
and 

(4)  it  may  borrow  at  fixed  rates  for 
over  18  months  at  rates  ofiered  by  the 
bank  at  the  time  of  borrowing. 

For  borrowing  in  Eurodollars  under 
option  2).  assuming  the  current  30-day 
LIBOR  rate  of  17y8%.  the  effective  cost 
for  30-day  borrowings  would  be  18%. 
Options  3]  and  4]  would  only  be  used  if 
on  the  date  of  borrowing  the  effective 
cost  was  lower  than  the  efiective  cost  of 
commercial  paper  or  revolving  credit 
borrowings  under  options  1]  and  2).  'The 
joint  venture  will  pay  a  commitment  fee 
of  y8%  per  annum  on  the  unutilized 
portion  of  the  $20,000,000  commitment. 
All  borrowings  will  mature  on  the 
delivery  of  the  collier  but  in  no  event 
later  than  September  30, 1983. 
Repayment  will  be  made  from  the 
proceeds  of  permanent  financing  for  the 
vessel  or,  if  it  is  not  completed  by 
September  30, 1983,  through  a  term  loan 
having  matually  agreeable  terms.  The 
joint  venture’s  obligations  under  the 
credit  agreement  will  be  secured  by  an 
assignment  to  the  bank  of  the  joint 
venture’s  rights  under  the  construction 
contract.  The  obligations  of  the  joint 
venture  will  be  jointly  and  severally 
guaranteed  by  NEES  and  KURZ. 

The  application-declaration  and  any 
amendments  thereto  are  available  for 
public  inspection  through  the 
Commission’s  Office  of  Public 
Reference.  Interested  persons  wishing  to 
comment  or  request  a  hearing  should 
submit  their  views  in  writing  by  July  23. 
1981,  to  the  Secretary,  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission,  Washington, 

D.C.  20549,  and  serve  a  copy  on  the 
applicants-declarants  at  the  address 
specified  above.  Proof  of  service  (by 
affidavit  or,  in  case  of  an  attormey  at  * 
law,  by  certrificate)  should  be  filed  with 


the  request.  Any  request  for  a  hearing 
shall  identify  specifically  the  issues  of 
fact  or  law  ihat  are  disputed.  A  person 
who  so  requests  will  be  notified  of  any 
hearing,  if  ordered,  and  will  receive  a 
copy  oif  any  notice  or  order  issued  in  this 
matter.  After  said  date,  the  application- 
declaration,  as  amended  ot  as  it  may  be 
further  amended,  may  be  granted  and 
permitted  to  become  effective. 

For  the  Commissimi,  by  the  Division  of 
Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

Shirley  E.  Hollis, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-19629  Filed  7-2-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLINa  CODE  8010-01-M 


(Reh  No.  11837;  812-4847] 

Thrift  Institution  Short-Term  Liquidity 
Fund,  Inc.,  et  ai.;  Rling  of  Application 

June  30, 1981. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Thrift 
Institution  Short-Term  Liquidity  Fund, 
Inc.  (“Fimd”),  Thrift  Fund  Advisory,  Inc. 
("Adviser”),  and  A.  G.  Becker 
Incorporated,  55  Water  Street.  New 
York,  NY  10041  ("Becker”)  (together, 
"Applicants”)  filed  an  application  on 
March  20, 1981,  and  an  amendment 
thereto  on  June  9, 1981,  for  an  order  of 
the  Commission  pursuant  to  Sections 
17(b)  and  6(c)  of  the  Investment 
Company  Act  of  1940  (“Act”),  granting 
an  exemption  to  permit  Becker  to  engage 
in  certain  principal  transactions  with  the 
Fund  in  those  markets  in  which  Becker 
is  a  primary  or  leading  dealer,  including 
but  not  limited  to,  the  markets  for 
bankers’  acceptances  and  United  States 
Treasury  or  federal  agency  obligations, 
in  the  manner  and  subject  to  the 
conditions  set  forth  below.  All 
interested  persons  are  referred  to  the 
application  on  file  with  the  Commission 
for  a  statement  of  the  representations 
contained  therein,  which  are 
summarized  below. 

Applicants  state  that  the  Fund  is  a  no- 
load,  open-end,  non-diversified 
investment  company  organized  as  a 
Maryland  corporation  on  March  4, 1981. 
Applicants  represent  that  the  Fund  is  a 
"money  market  fund.”  designed  as  an 
investment  vehicle  for  federally-insured 
savings  and  loan  associations  and  other 
financial  institutions  which  are 
members,  or  eligible  for  membership  in 
the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  System, 
desiring  to  place  a  portion  of  their  assets 
in  money  market  investments  where  the 
primary  considerations  are  safety, 
liquidity  and,  to  the  extent  consistent 
with  the  foregoing,  a  high  income  return. 
Applicants  assert  that  the  Fund  entered 
into  an  investment  management 


agreement  on  March  10, 1961,  parsnant 
to  whidi  the  Adviser,  subject  to  the 
general  supervision  of  the  directors  of 
the  Fund,  provides  investment 
management  s^vioes  to  the  Fund. 

According  to  the  application.  Adviser 
is  a  Delaware  corporation  incorporated 
on  March  4, 1981,  and  registered  under 
the  Investment  Advisers  Act  of  1040. 
Applicants  represent  that  the  Adviser  is 
an  affiliate  of  Becker  and  is  85  percent 
owned  by  AGB-WPB  Incorporated,  an 
intermeifiate  parent  of  Becker.  The  other 
15  percent  of  the  Adviser’s  capital  stock 
is  owned  by  a  wholly-owned  subsidiary 
of  the  National  Savings  and  Loan 
League.  According  to  the  application. 
Becker  is  one  of  two  principal  operating 
subsidiaries  controlled  by  A.  G.  Bedier- 
Warburg  Paribas  Becker  Inc.,  a  privately 
owned  holding  company.  Applicants 
affirm  that  Becker  is  an  affiliate  of  the 
Adviser  and  that,  pursuant  to  an 
agreement  dated  March  10. 1981,  Becker 
and  Warburg  P€iribas  Becker 
Incorporated,  an  affiliate  of  Becker,  will 
act  as  distributors  and  principal 
underwriters  of  the  Fund’s  shares. 
Applicants  state  that  Becker  acts  as 
bodi  a  primary  dealer  and  distributor  of 
United  States  Government  and 
government  agency  issues  and  makes  a 
market  in  both  government  and 
govenunent  agency  issues  and  most 
other  types  of  money  market  securities, 
including  certificates  of  deposit, 
bankers’  acceptances  and  commercial 
paper.  Applicants  represent  that 
dealings  in  these  areas  are  conducted 
virtually  exclusively  on  a  principal 
basis. 

Applicants  state  that  the  portfolio 
securities  in  which  the  Fund  may  invest 
are  limited  to  a  narrowly  prescribed 
group  of  money  market  securities. 
Applicants  further  state  that  practically 
all  trading  in  money  market  securities 
takes  place  in  over-the-cormter  markets 
consisting  of  groups  of  dealer  firms  who 
are  primarily  major  securities  firms  or 
large  banks.  The  largest  group  of  these 
dealers  consists  of  approximately  34 
government  secimties  dealers  (including 
Becker)  who  report  their  daily  positions 
and  trading  to  Uie  Federal  Reserve  Bank 
of  New  York.  Money  market  securities 
are  generally  traded  in  round  lots  of 
$1,000,000  on  a  net  basis  and  do  not 
normally  involve  either  brokerage 
commissions  or  transfer  taxes. 
Applicants  submit  that  it  is  expected 
that  the  cost  of  portfolio  securities 
transactions  of  the  Fund  will  consist 
primarily  of  dealer  or  underwriter 
spreads  which  generaUy  do  not  exceed 
25  basis  points  and  decline  on  larger 
amounts.  Applicants  indicate  that  a 
typical  spread  for  a  transaction 
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involving  the  Fund  portfolio  can  be 
expected  to  be  12.5  or  less  basis  points 
and  that,  generally,  there  is  not  a  great 
deal  of  variaticHi  in  the  spreads  charged 
by  the  various  dealers. 

Applicant  assets  that  because  of  the 
variety  of  types  of  money  maricet 
securities,  die  money  market  tends  to  be 
somewhat  segmented.  The  markets  for 
the  various  types  of  securities  will  vary 
in  terms  of  price,  volatility,  liquidity, 
and  availability.  There  are  significant 
fluctuations  in  yield  among  the  various 
types  depending  uprni  the  maturity  date 
and  quality  of  the  issuer.  According  to 
the  application,  because  dealers  tend  to 
specialize  in  certain  types  of  money 
market  securities,  the  particularized 
needs  of  a  potential  buyer  or  seller  in 
terms  of  type  of  security,  maturity,  or 
quality  may  severely  limit  the  number  of 
dealers  who  can  give  best  price  and 
execution.  Applicants  assert  that,  as  a 
consequence,  with  respect  to  any  given 
type  of  security,  there  may  be  only  a  few 
dealers  who  can  be  expected  to  have 
such  a  security  in  inventory  and  be  in  a 
position  to  quote  a  favorable  price. 
Applicants  assert  further  that  access  to 
the  market  is  absolutely  dependent  upon 
the  ability  to  obtain  quotations  from  the 
dealers  and  to  obtain  these  quotations, 
one  must  be  a  customer  of  the  dealer. 

The  application  states  that  Bedter 
believes  it  is  one  of  the  three  largest 
competitive  retail  dealers  in  the  money 
market.  Being  competitive  means  that 
the  dealer  has  the  security  in  inventory 
(or  is  willing  to  go  short  on  the  security) 
and  is  in  a  position  to  quote  prices 
within  the  prevailing  market  range.  A 
retail  dealer  is  one  who  sells  securities 
to  institutional  customers  such  as  the 
Fund  and  does  not  act  solely  as  a 
wholesaler  or  dealer  for  its  own 
account.  Becker  estimates  that  its  share 
of  the  trading  in  United  States 
Government  securities  maturing  within 
one  year  amounts  to  approximately  4.6% 
of  the  maricet,  and  that  its  share  of 
trading  in  other  money  market 
instruments,  exclusive  of  commercial 
paper,  is  comparable  and  may  range  up 
to  14%  in  certain  areas. 

The  application  states  that,  subject  to 
the  general  supervision  of  the  Fund’s 
board  of  directors,  and  in  conformity 
with  Fund  policies,  the  Adviser  is 
responsible  for  portfolio  decisions  and 
the  placing  of  Fund  portfolio 
transactions.  Applicants  assert  that  the 
Fund  has  no  obligation  to  deal  with  any 
dealer  or  group  of  dealers  in  die 
execution  of  its  portfolio  transactimir, 
rather,  in  placing  orders,  it  is  the  policy 
of  the  Fund  to  obtain  die  best  net  results 
taking  into  account  such  factcm  as  price 
(including  the  applicable  dealer  spread). 


the  size,  type  and  difficulty  of  the 
transaction  involved,  the  firm’s  general 
execution  and  operadonal  facilities,  and 
the  firm’s  risk  in  positioning  the 
securities  involvecL  Applicants 
acknowledge  that  whUe  the  Advise 
generally  seeks  reasonably  cximpetidve 
spreads  or  cximmission,  the  Fund  will 
not  necessarily  be  paying  the  lowest 
spread  or  commission  available. 
Applicants  indicate  that  the  Fund’s 
policy  of  investing  in  securities  with 
short  maturities,  combined  with 
portfolio  management  techniques 
employed  by  the  Adviser,  will  result  in 
high  portfolio  activity.  Professional 
money  management  techniques, 
including  varying  the  composition  of  the 
Fund’s  investments  and  the  average 
maturity  based  upon  an  assessment  of 
relative  values  of  various  money  market 
seairities  and  future  interest  rate 
patterns,  and  the  Fund’s  policy  to  be  as 
fully  invested  as  reasonably  practicable 
require  rapid  acquisition  and  disposition 
of  portfolio  securities. 

Section  17(a)  of  the  Act,  in  pertinent 
part,  prohibits  an  affiliated  person  of  a 
registered  investment  company,  or  any 
affiliated  person  of  sucdi  a  person,  acting 
as  principal  fiom  selling  to  or 
purchasing  bxjm  such  registered 
company,  or  any  company  controlled  by 
such  registered  company,  any  security, 
or  other  property.  Section  17(b)  of  the 
Act  provides,  in  pari  that  the 
Conunission,  upon  application,  rniay 
exempt  a  transaction  from  the 
provisions  of  Section  17(a)  if  evidence 
establishes  that  the  terms  of  the 
proposed  transaction,  including  the 
consideration  to  be  paid,  are  reasonable 
and  fair  and  do  not  involve  overreaching 
on  the  part  of  any  person  concerned, 
and  that  the  proposed  transaction  is 
consistent  with  the  policy  of  the 
registered  investment  company 
concerned  and  with  the  general 
purposes  of  die  Act  Section  ^c) 
provides,  in  part,  that  the  Commission 
may  conditionally  or  unconditionally 
exempt  any  person,  security  or 
transaction,  or  any  class  or  classes  of 
persons,  securities,  or  transactions,  from 
any  provisions  of  Ae  Act  if  and  to  the 
extent  diat  such  exemption  is  necessary 
or  appropriate  in  the  public  interest  and 
consistent  with  the  protection  of 
investors  and  the  purposes  fairly 
intended  by  the  policy  and  provisions  of 
the  Act 

Because  Beck^  acts  as  distributor  of 
the  Fund's  shares  and  because  of  the 
above-desoribed  affiliation  of  Becker 
with  the  Adviser,  Applicants  conclude 
that  Becker  is  pr^ibited  firom  making 
purchases  from  or  sales  to  the  Fond  ^ 
securities  in  transactions  in  which 


Becker  acts  as  principal  The  application 
states  that  the  directors  of  the  Fund 
have  determined  that  it  is  in  the  best 
interests  of  the  Fund  to  have  access  to 
Becker  to  engage  in  the  principal 
transactions  whidi  would  otherwise  be 
prohibited  by  Section  17(a),  Applicants 
submit  that  four  reasons  support  the 
issuance  of  the  requested  exemptive 
order: 

1.  The  Fund’s  special  requirements 
result  in  high  portfolio  activity  and  a 
need  to  make  rapid  purchases  and  sales 
of  securities  in  the  money  market 

2.  Becker  is  such  a  mpjor  factor  in  the 
money  market  that  being  unable  to  deal 
directly  with  Becker  may,  upon 
occasion,  deprive  the  Fund  of  the 
opportunity  to  obtain  the  best  price  and 
execution,  especially  in  the  di^osition 
of  portfolio  securities  in  weak  markets. 

3.  The  money  market  is  highly 
competitive  and  removing  a  competitive 
factor  as  important  as  Becker  from  the 
market  may  deprive  the  Fund  of  best 
price  and  execution  even  when  dealing 
with  other  dealers. 

4.  The  dealers  function  as  information 
sources  in  the  money  market  and  being 
deprived  of  dealing  with  Bedcer 
removes  the  Fund  from  one  major 
information  source. 

Applicants  assert  that  the  granting  of 
the  application,  subject  to  the  conditions 
of  the  plan  described  below  remaining 
in  effect  will  work  to  the  benefit  of 
shareholders  of  the  Fund.  They  believe 
that  the  procedures  to  be  followed  with 
respect  to  transactions  with  Becker  are 
structured  in  such  a  way  as  to  assure 
that  the  transactions  will  be  in  all 
instances  reasonable  and  fair  tuid  will 
not  involve  overreaching  on  the  part  of 
any  person  concerned  and  that  the 
exemption  request  is  appropriate  in  the 
public  interest  and  consistent  with  the 
protection  of  investors  and  the  purposes 
fairly  intended  by  the  policy  and 
provisions  of  the  Act 

The  board  of  directors  of  the  F’und 
will  request  its  non-interested  directors 
to  review  and  approve  a  plan  containing 
the  following  provisions  and  consents  to 
having  the  requested  order  conditioned 
upon  compliance  with  these  provisions: 

(1)  The  exemption  will  apply  only  to 
short-term  United  States  Government 
agency  securities  and  bank  money 
instruments  (i.e..  certificates  of  deposit 
and  bankers*  acceptances).  The  bank 
money  instruments  subject  to  the 
proposed  order  must  be  issued  by 
United  States  commercial  banks  having 
at  least  $1  billion  in  assets.  For  purposes 
of  the  order,' short-term  securities  are 
defined  to  be  securities  having  a 
maturity  of  no  more  than  one  year. 
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(2)  Before  any  transaction  will  be 
executed  with  Becker,  the  Fund  or  the 
Adviser  will  obtain  such  information  as 
is  deemed  necessary  to  determine  the 
most  favorable  price  (as  deHned  in 
Condition  (3)  below)  available  with 
respect  to  the  transaction.  Before  any 
transaction  will  be  executed  with 
Becker,  the  Fund  or  the  Adviser  must 
check  at  least  three  other  dealers  to 
obtain  a  competitive  quotation.  With 
respect  to  prospective  purchases  of 
securities,  these  dealers  must  be  those 
who  have  money  market  securities  of 
the  categories  and  the  type  desired  in 
inventory  and  who  are  in  a  position  to 
quote  favorable  prices  with  respect 
thereto.  With  respect  to  the  prospective 
disposition  of  securities,  these  dealers 
must  be  those  who  in  the  experience  of 
the  Fund  and  the  Adviser  are  in  a 
position  to  quote  favorable  prices. 

(3)  A  determination  will  be  required  in 
each  instance,  based  upon  the 
information  available  to  the  Fund  and 
the  Adviser,  that  the  price  available 
from  Becker  is  “better  than"  that 
available  from  other  sources.  To  be 
considered  “better  than"  that  available 
bom  other  sources,  the  Becker  quotation 
must  be  at  least  one  basis  point  better 
than  that  available  from  oUier  sources  if 
the  quotation  is  made  in  terms  of  yield 
basis  and  it  must  be  at  least  Vo*  of  a 
dollar  better  than  any  quotation  from 
other  sources  if  the  quotation  is  made  in 
terms  of  a  dollar  price. 

(4)  All  transactions  will  originate  with 
the  Fund  or  the  Adviser  and  not  with 
Becker.  ’  No  solicitations  will  be  made 
of  the  Fund  or  the  Adviser  by  Becker.  In 
discussions  with  respect  to  proposed 
transactions  between  the  Fund  and 
Becker,  Becker  personnel  will  confine 
their  activities  to  responding  to  inquiries 
from  the  Fund  or  the  Adviser  concerning 
available  inventory,  ideas  as  to 
advantageous  trades  and  other  money 
market  information. 

(5)  Becker's  dealer  spread  in  regard  to 
any  transaction  with  the  Fund  will  be  no 
greater  than  its  customary  dealer 
spread,  which  in  turn  will  be  consistent 
with  the  average  or  standard  spread 
charged  by  dealers  in  money  market 
securities  for  the  type  of  security  and 
the  size  of  transaction  involved. 

(6)  The  exemption  will  be  made 
subject  to  any  regulations  promulgated 
by  the  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission  under  Section  11(a)(2)(B)  of 
the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934 
which  would  otherwise  prohibit  or 
restrict  in  any  way  the  ability  of  the 


'  In  initiating  such  transactions  on  behalf  of  the 
Fund,  officers  and  employees  of  the  Fund  or  the 
Adviser  who  are  officers  or  employees  of  Becker 
will  act  in  their  capacities  as  officers  or  employees 
of  the  Fund  and/or  the  Adviser  and  not  of  Becker. 


Fund  and/or  the  Adviser  to  conduct 
principal  transactions  with  Becker. 

(7)  The  Fund  and  the  Adviser  will  . 
maintain  records  with  respect  to  their 
transactions  with  Becker  including 
documentation  of  having  obtained 
quotations  fi‘om  at  least  three  other 
dealers  with  respect  to  each  transaction. 
A  schedule  of  all  transactions  with 
Becker  will  be  filed  with  the  periodic 
reports  filed  by  the  Fund  with  the 
Commission  pursuant  to  Sections  30(a) 
and  30(b)(1)  of  the  Investment  Company 
Act. 

(8)  Becker’s  legal  department  will 
prepare  guidelines  for  Becker  personnel 
iiuan  effort  to  assiire  that  the  Fund 
receives  rates  as  favorable  as  other 
institutional  purchasers  buying  in  the 
same  quantities,  that  transactions  with 
Becker  originate  with  officers  or 
employees  of  the  Fund  or  the  Adviser, 
that  the  no-solicitation  policy  is 
followed  and  that  the  parties  maintain 
arm’s-length  relationships.  Becker’s 
audit  and  compliance  department  will 
periodically  monitor  the  activities  of 
Becker  in  tUs  regard. 

(9)  The  audit  committee  of  the  board 
of  directors  of  the  Fund,  consisting  of 
the  non-interested  directors,  will 
prepare  guidelines  for  the  Fund  and  the 
Adviser  to  make  certein  that  the  Fimd  is 
obtaining  best  price  and  execution  with 
respect  to  any  transactions  with  Becker 
and  that  the  above  procedures  are 
followed  in  all  respects.  The  audit 
committee  will  periodically  monitor  the 
activities  of  the  Fund  and  the  Adviser  in 
this  regard  to  assure  that  these  matters 
are  being  accomplished. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any 
interested  person  may,  not  later  than 
July  23, 1981,  at  5:30  p.m..  submit  to  the 
Commission  in  writing,  a  request  for  a 
hearing  on  the  application  accompanied 
by  a  statement  as  to  the  nature  of  his 
interest,  the  reasons  for  such  request 
and  the  issues,  if  any,  of  fact  or  law 
proposed  to  be  controverted,  or  he  may 
request  that  he  be  notified  if  the 
Commission  shall  order  a  hearing 
thereon.  Any  such  communication 
should  be  addressed:  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy  of  such 
request  shall  be  served  personally  or  by 
mail  upon  the  Applicants  at  the  address 
stated  above.  Proof  of  such  service  (by 
affidavit  or,  in  the  case  of  an  attomey- 
at-law,  by  certificate)  shall  be  filed 
contemporaneously  with  the  request.  As 
provided  by  Rule  0-5  of  the  Rules  and 
Regulations  promulgated  under  the  Act, 
an  order  disposing  of  the  application 
herein  will  be  issued  as  of  course 
following  said  date  unless  the 
Commission  thereafter  orders  a  hearing 
upon  request  or  upon  the  Commission’s 


own  motion.  Persons  who  request  a 
hearing,  or  advice  as  to  whether  a 
hearing  is  ordered,  will  receive  any 
notices  and  orders  issued  in  this  matter, 
including  the  date  of  the  hearing  (if 
ordered)  and  any  postponements 
thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Investment  Management  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority. 

Shirley  E.  Hollis, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19716  Filed  7-2-81;  8:45  am] 

BtLLMG  CODE 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 

Airport  Traffic  Control  Tower  at 
Tallahassee,  Florida;  Reduction  of 
Hours 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  or 
about  August  6, 1981,  the  Tallahassee, 
Florida,  Airport  Traffic  Control  Tower 
will  be  closed  each  day  firom  12  pju.  to  6 
a.m.  local  time.  This  information  will  be 
reflected  in  forthcoming  issues  of  the 
Airman’s  Information  ManuaL 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Georgia,  on  )une  25. 
1981. 

George  R.  LaCaiUe, 

Act/ifg  Director,  Southern  Region. 

|FR  Doc.  81-19585  Filed  7-2-81: 845  am] 

BtLLMG  CODE  4810-YS-M 


Intent  To  Prepare  an  Envfronmentai 
impact  Statement 

Notice  of  Intent  to  Prepare  an 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  on 
Proposed  Improvements  to  the  Holman 
Field  Airport,  St,  Paul,  Ramsey  County, 
Minnesota. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration. 
Great  Lakes  Region,  intends  to  prepare 
an  Environmental  Impact  Statement  for 
the  construction  of  a  new  primary 
runway:  construction  of  associated 
taxiways,  lighting  and  navigational  aide; 
and  construction  of  approximately  85 
acres  of  building  area  to  accommodate 
aircraft  storage  and  maintenance  and 
apron  areas.  All  proposed  construction 
would  take  place  within  the  present 
airport  boundaries. 

Possible  alternatives  considered  are 
expansion  of  another  existing  airport 
into  an  intermediate  facility, 
development  of  a  new  airport  on  a  new 
site,  construction  of  a  new  runway  and  a 
new  building  area  at  Holman  Field  with 
flood  protection  by  diking  or  elevated 
fill  (the  airport  lies  within  the 
Mississippi  River  Floodplain),  and  a 
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decision  not  to  institute  any  changes  at 
Holman  Field. 

The  FAA  intends  to  consult  and 
coordinate  with  Federal  agencies  with 
jurisdiction  by  law  or  having  special 
expertise  respecting  any  environmental 
impact  involved.  Within  90  days  of 
publication  of  this  Notice  the  FAA  (in 
Minneapolis.  Minnesota]  will  contact 
the  following  agencies  to  determine  the 
significance  of  impacts  that  could 
reasonably  be  associated  with  the 
project;  (a)  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  (b)  Department  of  the  Interior, 
(c)  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development,  and  (d]  Army  Corps  of 
Engineers. 

No  scoping  meeting  is  presently 
planned. 

Additional  information  regarding  the 
proposed  project  may  be  obtained  by 
contacting:  Francis  Krueger.  Airport 
Planner.  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  6301  34th  Avenue,  So., 
Minneapolis,  Minnesota,  55450, 
Telephone  (612)  725-3416;  Richard  L 
Theisen,  Environmental  Coordinator. 
Aeronautics  Division,  Minnesota 
Department  of  Transportation,  St.  Paul, 
Minnesota,  55155,  Telephone  (612)  296- 
2552;  Robert  N.  Rosas,  Preliminary 
Design  Engineer,  Operaticms  Division, 
Minnesota  Department  of 
Transportation,  District  Nine,  3485 
Hadley  Avenue,  N.,  North  St  Paul. 
Minnesota,  55109,  Telephone  (612)  770- 
2311. 

Dated  this  24  day  of  June,  1981. 

Peter  Serini, 

Acting  Chief,  Airports  Division,  Federal 
A  viation  Administration,  Great  Lakes  Region. 

|FR  Doc.  n-19S94  Filed  7-2-81;  8:45  am) 
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WATER  RESOURCES  COUNCIL 

Caguas  Municipal  Solid  Waste 
Gasification,  Caguas,  Puerto  Rico; 
Water  Assessment 

agency:  Water  Resources  Council. 
ACTION:  Notice  of  water  assessment 
report  for  public  review  and  comment. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  incorporates  the 
water  assessment  report  prepared  by 


the  Water  Resources  Council  under  the 
provisions  of  Section  13(c)  of  the 
Federal  Nonnuclear  Energy  Research 
and  Development  Act  of  1974.  The 
Caguas  municipal  project  will  process 
solid  waste  to  produce  low  BTU  gas  and 
steam  for  electric  generation. 
date:  Comments  on  this  report  are  due 
on  or  before  October  5, 1961. 

ADDRESS:  Send  comments  to:  Gerald  D. 
SeinwilL  Acting  Director,  U.S.  Water 
Resources  Council,  2120  L  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20037. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Frank  S.  Davenpml,  Program  Leader,  or 
Ronald  L  Scullin.  Staff  Specialist  U.S. 
Water  Resources  CounciL  2120  L  Street 
NW..  Washington.  DC  20037,  phone: 
202/254-6352. 

Dated:  June  26, 1981. 

Gerald  D.  SeinwiU, 

Acting  Director. 

The  U.S.  Department  of  Energy  (DOE) 
requested  the  Water  Resources  Concil 
to  perform  this  assessment  on  December 
19, 1980.  Publication  of  this  report  in  the 
Federal  Register  is  mandated  under 
provisicms  of  Section  13  to  enable  public 
review  and  comment  during  a  90-day 
period.  After  the  90-day  review  period. 
WRC  staff  will  analyze  the  comments 
received  and  will  forward  the 
comments,  the  WRC  analysis,  and  the 
water  assessment  report  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Department  of  Energy. 

A.  Pixyect  Features.’The  City  of 
Caguas  plans  to  install  at  an  existing 
landfill  either  a  botton-fed,  air-blown, 
low  BTU  gasifier  subsystem  or  a  refuse- 
derived  fuel  preparation  sub-system 
connected  to  a  boiler/electric  generation 
subsystem  with  appurtenances.  Either 
subsystem  will  handle  113  tons  per  day  . 
of  processible  solid  waste.  This  project 
will  help  reduce  landfill  volume  and 
generate  electricity  (approximately  150 
barrels  of  oil  equivalent  per  day). 

B.  Project  Site.  The  proposed  project 
is  located  within  the  dty  of  Caguas,  but 
southwest  of  the  urbanized  portion  of 
the  municipality  (Figure  1).  The  three 
acre  project  site  is  adjacent  to  the 
existing  landfill. 

C.  Water  Requirement  The  firoposed 


project  will  use  100  gallons  per  minute 
of  water  for  boiler  makeup  and  cooling. 
About  2  percent  of  the  water  use  will  be 
consumed. 

The  source  of  water  supply  will  be  the 
La  Plata  River.  An  alternative  source  of 
future  water  supply  is  the  city  of 
Caguas,  which  gets  its  water  fiem  the 
Loiza  Reservior. 

D.  Water  Discharge,  Project  discharge 
will  consist  of  sanitary  wastes,  and 
boilier  and  cooling  tower  blowdown. 
Sanitary  wastewater  will  be  discharged 
to  an  existing  sanitary  sewer  system. 

The  boiler  and  cooling  tower  blowdown 
will  be  recycled  and  used  for  the  gasifier 
ash  quench. 

As  part  of  the  project  construction, 
diversion  of  runoff  from  the  landfill  will 
be  upgraded  to  comply  with  current 
environment  regulations 

E.  Water  Supply  Availability.Ti^  La 
Plata  River  has  an  average  flow  of  313 
cubic  feet  per  second  (cfs)  at  the  gage 
station  below  Toa  Alta.  Tlie  river 
currently  supplies  as  much  as  124  cfs  to 
the  San  Juan  Metropolitan  Area  (SJMA) 
and  supplies  water  to  other 
municip^ities  within  the  basin.  Project 
water  requirements  of  0.22  cfs  (100 
gallons  per  minute)  would  not  be 
significant  with  respect  to  average  river 
flow. 

The  Loiza  Reservoir  has  an  average 
inflow  of  313  cfs.  Excessive  sediment 
has  reduced  the  storage  capacity  from 
21,000  acre-feet  to  12,000  acre-feet.  The 
reservoir  supplies  118  cfs  to  the  San 
Juan  region  and  17  cfs  to  Caguas.  The 
project’s  water  requirements  will  be  less 
than  1.3  percent  of  the  Caguas  municipal 
water  use. 

Althoi^h  groundwater  is  present  in 
the  region,  it  is  currently  not  being 
considered  as  a  water  supply  for  the 
project 

F.  Findings.  Adequate  water  resources 
are  available  for  providing  water  to  the 
proposed  Caguas  solid  waste/electric 
generating  project  Hiis  water  use  " 
should  not  be  significant  with  respect  to 
the  region’s  water  resources. 

BILLING  CODE  M10-01-M 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  128  /  Monday.  July  6, 1981  /  Notices  34887 


Figure  1:  Location  of  Project 


[FR  Doc.  ei-195ae  Filed  7-2-81;  MS  am) 
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under  the  “Government  in  the  Sunshine 
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FEDERAL  ENERGY  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION. 

July  1, 1981. 

TIME  AND  date:  10  a.m..  July  9, 1981. 
PLACE:  Room  9306,  825  North  Capitol 
Street  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426. 
STATUS:  Open. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  Agenda. 

Note. — Items  listed  on  the  agenda  may  be 
deleted  without  further  notice. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
INFORMATION: 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb,  Secretary;  telephone 
(202)  357-8400. 

This  is  a  list  of  matters  to  be 
considered  by  the  Commission.  It  does 
not  include  a  listing  of  ail  papers 
relevant  to  the  items  on  the  agenda; 
however,  all  public  documents  may  be 
examined  in  the  Division  of  Public 
Information. 

CoikBenI  Power  Ageada— 495th  Meeting.  July 
9. 1981,  Regular  Meeting  (10  a.m.) 

CAP-1.  Docket  No.  EL7&-36,  United  States 
Department  of  the  Interior;  Project  No.  503, 
City  of  Seattle.  Wash. 

CAP-2.  Project  No.  3672.  Columbia  Irrigation 
District 

CAP-3.  Project  Nos.  4181,  4162,  4163,  and 
4164,  Sierra  Pacific  Power  Co. 

CAP-4.  Docket  No.  EL80-14,  Kodiak  Electric 
Aseociation,  Inc. 

CAP-5.  Docket  No.  ER81-461-000,  Missouri 
Edison  Co. 

CAP-6.  Docket  No.  ER81^66-000.  Illinois 
Power  Co. 

CAP-7.  Docket  No.  HR81-95-000,  Alabama 
Power  Co. 

CAP-8.  Docket  No.  ER80-797,  New  England 
Power  Co. 


Consent  Miscellaneous  Agenda 

CAM-1.  Docket  No.  RM80-69,  annual  report 
of  gas  supply  for  certain  natural  gas 
pipelines:  Form  No.  15 

Consent  Gas  Agenda 

CAG-1.  Docket  Nos.  RP80-91  and  RP8-93. 
Arkansas  Louisiana  Gas  Co. 

CAG-2.  Docket  No.  RP81-76,  Tarpon 
Transmission  Co. 

CAG-3.  Docket  Nos.  RP80-102-004  and  RP78- 
36-010,  Southern  Natiual  Gas  Co. 

CAG-4.  Docket  No.  RP81-8-000,  Michigan 
Consolidated  Gas  Co.  (Interstate  Storage 
Division) 

CAG-5.  Docket  Nos.  RP77-107,  RP77-138, 
RP78-68  and  RP80-121,  United  Gas  Pipe 
Line  Co. 

CAG-8.  Docket  Nos.  ST79-8,  ST79-9,  ST79- 
10,  ST79-11,  ST79-12,  ST86-6,  ST80-102, 
ST80-150,  and  ST80-193,  Producer’s  Gas 
Co. 

CAG-7.  Docket  No.  ST80-64-001,  Phillips 
Petroleum  Co. 

CAG-8.  Docket  No.  G-20555,  (FERC  Gas  Rate 
Schedule  No.  2),  J.  P.  Owen  (Operator),  et 
al.;  Docket  No.  CI68-308,  (F^C  Gas  Rate 
Schedule  No.  17),  J.  P.  Owen  (Operator),  et 
al. 

CAG-9.  Docket  No.  CI77-657,  American 
Natural  Gas  Production  Co.,  et  al. 

CAG-10.  Docket  Nos.  CP78-462.  CP77-77, 
CP77-220,  CP77-565  and  G-18545,  Southern 
Union  Gas  Co.,  v.  Cities  Service  Gas  Co.,  et 
al. 

CAG-11.  Docket  No.  CP81-179-000. 
Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp. 

CAG-12.  Docket  No.  CP80-192,  Florida  Gas 
Transmission  Co. 

CAG-13.  Docket  No.  CP81-262-000  United 
Gas  Pipe  Line  Co. 

CA&-14.  Docket  No.  CP61-95-000,  Panhandle 
Eastern  Pipe  Line  Ck>. 

CAG-15.  Docket  No.  CP80-456,  Northwest 
Pipeline  Corp. 

CAG-16.  Docket  No.  CP81-182-000,  Great 
Lakes  Gas  Transmission  Co. 

CAG-17,  Docket  No.  CP80-292,  Consolidated 
Gas  Supply  Corp.;  Docket  No.  CP80-327, 
Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co.,  a  Division  of 
Tenneco  Inc.;  Docket  Nos.  CP70-185  and 
CP80-275,  Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co.,  a 
Division  of  Tenneco  Inc. 

CAG-18.  Docket  No.  CP61-139-000,  Southern 
Energy  Co.,  Southern  Natural  Gas  Co.  and 
Boston  Gas  Co. 

CAG-19.  Docket  No.  CP81-125-000, 
Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  and  Columbia 
Gulf  Transmission  Co. 

Regular  Power  Agenda 

I.  Licensed  Project  Matters 

P-1.  Project  Nos.  4307-000  and  4305-000,  City 
of  Hibbing,  Minn.;  Project  Nos.  4321-000 
and  4322,  Northeastern  Minnesota 
Municipal  Power  Agency 

P-2.  Project  No.  4064.  Baker  Valley  Irrigation 
District;  Project  No.  3459,  Cascade 
Waterpower  Development  Corp. 


n.  Electric  Rate  Matters 
ER-1.  Docket  Nos.  ER81-462-000  and  ER81- 
463-000,  Ohio  Power  Co. 

ER-2.  Docket  Nos.  ER81-457-000  and  EL81- 
13-000.  Louisiana  Power  &  Light  Co. 

Regular  Miscellaneous  Agenda 
M-1.  Docket  No.  QF81-13-000,  EG&G,  Inc. 
M-2.  Reserved 
M-3.  Reserved 

M-4.  Docket  No.  RM81-  ,  regulations 
regarding  public  information  and  Freedom 
of  Information  Act  requests 
M-5.  Docket  No.  RM81-27,  incremental 
pricing:  Adoption  of  single-tier  alternative 
fuel  price  ceiling 

M-8.  Docket  No,  RM79-76  (Colorado — ^10), 
high-cost  gas  produced  horn  tight 
formations 

Regular  Gas  Agenda 

I.  Pipeline  Rate  Matters 

RP-1.  Docket  No.  RP72-122  (PGA78-3). 

.  Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Co. 

RP-2.  Docket  No.  RP78-62  (reserved  issues). 
Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co. 

II.  Producer  Matters 
Cl-1.  Reserved 

III.  Pipeline  Certificate  Matters 

CP-1.  Docket  Nos.  CP80-136,  et  al.,  Northern 
Natural  Gas  Co. 

CP-2.  Docket  No.  CP75-104,  High  Island 
Offshore  System;  Docket  No.  CP76-118,  U- 
T  Offshore  System 
Kenneth  F.  Pliunb, 

Secretary, 

(S-103S-81  Filed  7-1-81: 2)40  pml 
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FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK  BOARD. 
‘FEDERAL  REGISTER”  CITATION  OF 
PREVIOUS  announcement:  124,  FR 
33417,  Monday,  June  29, 1981. 
PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  TIME  AND  DATE 
OF  MEETING:  10  a.m.,  Thursday,  July  2, 
1981. 

place:  1700  G  Street,  N.W.,  board  room, 
sixth  floor,  Washington,  D.C 
STATUS:  Open  meeting. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  Mr.  Marshall  (202-377- 
6679). 

CHANGES  IN  THE  MEETING:  The  following 
item  has  been  added  to  the  open  portion 
of  the  Bank  Board  meeting  scheduled  for 
Thursday,  July  2, 1981: 

Application  for  Reconsideration  and  Request 
fcH*  Stay  of  Resolution  No.  81-275, 
Approving  the  Application  of  San  Diego 
Federal  for  Change  of  Corporate  Title 
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No.  510,  July  1. 1981 

18-1035-81  raed  7-1-81:  IftOl  am] 
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FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK  BOARD. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  10  a.m.,  Thursday,  July 
9, 1981. 

PLACE:  G  Street  N.W.,  board  room. 

Sixth  floor,  Washington,  D.C. 

STATUS:  Open  meeting. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  Mr.  Marshall  (202-377- 
6679). 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  The 

following  items  will  be  on  the  open 
portion,  of  the  Bank  Board  meeting 
scheduled  for  Thursday,  July  9, 1981. 

Application  for  Authority  to  Acquire  Control 
of — North  Kansas  Savings  Association 
Beloit,  Kansas  and  Application  to  Incur 
Debt — McHuff  Investments.  Inc. 

Service  Corporation  Activity  Operation  of  a 
Trust  Company  Chartered  as  a  National 
Bank — Fidelity  Federal  Savings  and  Loan 
Association  (Fidelity-Mutual)  Glendale, 
California 

Service  Corporation  Application/Reinsurance 
Company — Equitable  Federal  Savings  and 
Loan  Association,  Fremont.  Nebraska, 
Home  Federal  Savings  and  Loan 
Association,  Lexington,  Nebraska,  Midwest 
Federal  Savings  and  Loan  Association, 
Nebraska  City,  Nebraska.  Security  Federal 
Savings  and  Loan  Association,  Schuyler, 
Nebraska,  Omaha  Federal  Savings  and 
Loan  Association,  Omaha,  Nebraska 
Change  of  Corporate  Title — First  Federal 
Savings  and  Loan  Association  of  Charlotte 
County,  Punta  Gorda,  Florida 
FHL  Bank  Budget  Amendment  Delegated 
Authority 

No.  509,  July  1, 1981. 
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FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  9  a  m.,  July  8, 1981. 
PLACE:  Hearing  Room  One,  1100  L 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C,  20573. 
STATUS:  Parts  of  the  meeting  will  be 
open  to  the  public.  The  rest  of  the 
meeting  will  be  closed  to  the  public. 
MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  Portions 
open  to  the  public: 

1.  Monthly  Report  of  the  Managing  Director 
of  Actions  taken  Pursuant  to  Delegated 
Authority. 

2.  Application  by  the  Commonwealth  of  the 
Northern  Mariana  Islands  for  Section  35 
Relief  from  Certain  Tariff  Filing 
Requirements — Petition  for  Issuance  of 
Rulemaking. 

3.  Petition  of  the  Puerto  Rican  Section  of 
the  Med-Gulf  Conference  for  an  exemption 
from  the  independent  policing  authority 
requirement  of  General  Order  7,  Revised. 


4.  Docket  No.  80-79 — Tupperware 
Company  v.  Compania  Sud-Amerioana  de 
Vapores  (Chilean  line] — Review  of  Order  of 
Discontinuance. 

Portion  closed  to  the  public: 

1.  Docket  No.  80-21 — Independent  Ocean 
Freight  Forwarder  License  No.  1778;  Crescmt 
Navigation,  Inc. — Discussion  of  the  Record. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
..^FORMATION:  Joseph  C.  Polking,  Acting 
Secretary  (202)  523-5725. 

IS-1033-81  Filed  7-1-81;  8:59  am) 
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FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM. 

(Board  of  Governors) 

TIME  AND  date:  10  a.m.,  Wednesday, 

July  8, 1981.  . 

PLACE:  Board  Building,  C  Street  entrance 
between  20th  and  21st  Streets,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20551. 

STATUS:  Open. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  Sununary 
Agenda:  Because  of  their  routine  nature, 
no  substantive  discussion  of  the 
following  items  is  anticipated.  These 
matters  will  be  resolved  with  a  single 
vote  unless  a  member  of  the  Board 
requests  that  an  item  be  moved  to  the 
discussion  agenda. 

1.  Proposals  to  extend  and  revise  the  Bank 
Merger  Application  form  (FR  0070]  and  the 
Federal  Reserve  Membership  Application 
form  (FR  0083-0083E]. 

2.  Proposed  expenditure  by  the  Federal 
Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas  City  for  a  new 
security  and  energy  management  system. 

Discussion  Agenda: 

3.  Proposed  Report  of  Changes  in  Foreign 
Investments  (FR  2064]. 

4.  Further  consideration  of  the  regulatory 
review  of  the  margin  credit  regulations. 

Note. — ^This  meeting  will  be  recorded  for 
the  benefit  of  those  unable  to  attend. 
Cassettes  will  be  availabe  for  listening  in  the 
Board's  Freedom  of  Information  Office,  and 
copies  may  be  ordered  for  $5  per  cassette  by 
calling  (202]  452-3684  or  by  writing  to: 
Freedom  of  Information  Office,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
Wasington,  D.C.  20551. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  Mr.  Joseph  R.  Coyne, 
Assistant  to  the  Board  (202)  452-3204. 

Dated:  )une  30, 1981. 

)ames  McAfee, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board.  , 

(8-1030-81  Filed  6-30-81;  4:11  pm] 
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FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION. 

TIME  AND  date:  3  p.m.,  Monday,  July  6, 
1981. 


PLACE:  Room  532,  (open);  Room  540 
(closed)  Federal  Trade  OimmisBion 
Building,  6th  Street  and  Pennsylvania 
Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20580. 
STATUS:  Parts  of  this  meeting  will  be 
open  to  the  public.  The  rest  of  the 
meeting  will  be  closed  to  the  Public. 
MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  Portions 
Open  ta  Public: 

(1]  Oral  Argument  in  Russell  Stover 
Candies.  Docket  No.  9140. 

Portions  closed  to  the  Public 

(2]  Executive  Session  to  fbUow  Oral 
Argument  in  Russell  Stover  Candies.  Docket 
No.  9140. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
riformation:  Susan  B.  Ticknor,  Office 
of  Public  Information:  (202)  523-1892: 
Recorded  Message:  (202)  523-3806. 

18-1032-81  Filed  6-30-81;  4:14  pm] 
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FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  10  a.m.,  Tuesday  and 
Wednesday.  July  7  and  8, 1981. 

PLACE:  Room  432,  Federal  Trade 
Commission  Building,  6th  Street  and 
Pennsylvania  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20580. 

STATUS:  Open. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  Oral 
Presentations  to  the  Commission  on  the 
Rulemaking  Proceeding  on  Funeral 
Industry  Practices. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
INFORMATION:  Susan  B.  Ticknor.  Office 
of  Public  Information:  (202)  523-1892; 
Recorded  Message:  (202)  523-3806. 

(S-1031-61  Filed  6-30-61: 4:14  pm| 
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NATIONAL  COMMISSION  ON  UBRARIES 
AND  INFORMATION  SCIENCE. 

MEETING:  Community  Information  and 
Referral  Services  Task  Force. 

DATE  AND  TIME:  Monday,  July  27. 1981, 9 
a.m.-5  p.m. 

Tuesday,  July  28, 1981, 9  a.m.-5  p.m. 

PLACE:  The  Raintree  Inn,  314  West  Bijou, 
Colorado  Springs,  Colrado. 
status:  Open. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  DISCUSSED:  Write  the 
Final  Report. 

June  29, 1981, 

Douglas  S.  Price, 

Deputy  Director,  National  Commission  on 
Libraries  and  Information  Science. 

lS-1034-81  Filed  7-1-81;  9:52  am) 
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SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE  COMMISSION. 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  government  in  the 
Sunshine  Act,  Pub.  L.  94-409,  that  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 
will  hold  the  following  meetings  during 
the  week  of  July  6, 1981,  in  Room  825, 

500  North  Capitol  Street,  Washington. 
D.C. 

Closed  meetings  will  be  held  on 
Tuesday,  July  7, 1981,  at  10:00  a.m.  and 
on  Thursday,  July  9, 1981,  following  the 
10:00  a.m.  open  meeting. 

^  The  Commissioners,  their  legal 
assistants,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission,  and  recording  secretaries 
will  attend  the  closed  meetings.  Certain 
staff  members  who  are  responsible  for 
the  calendared  matters  may  be  present. 

The  General  Counsel  of  the 
Commission,  or  his  designee,  has 
certified  that,  in  his  opinion,  the  items  to 
be  considered  at  the  closed  meetings 
may  be  considered  pursuant  td  one  or 
more  of  the  exemptions  set  forth  in  5 
U.S.C.  552b  (c)(4)(8)(9)(A)  and  (10)  and 
17  CFR  200.402{a)(4)(8K9)(i)  and  (10). 

Chairman  Shad  and  Commissioners 
Loomis,  Evans,  and  Thomas  determined 
to  hold  the  aforesaid  meetings  in  closed 
session. 


The  subject  matter  of  the  closed 
meeting  scheduled  for  Tuesday,  July,  7, 
1981,  at  10:00  a.m.,  will  be: 

Administrative  proceeding  of  an  enforcement 
nature 

Formal  orders  of  investigation. 

Litigation  matter. 

Institution  of  injunctive  action. 

Institution  and  settlement  of  administrative 
proceedings  of  an  enforcement  nature. 
Setttlement  of  administrative  proceeding  of 
an  enforcement  nature. 

Consideration  of  amicus  participation. 

The  subject  matter  of  the  closed 
meeting  scheduled  for  Thursday,  July  9, 
1981,  following  the  10:00  a.m.  open 
meeting,  will  be:  ^ 

Institution  of  injunctive  action. 

Institution  of  administrative  proceeding  of  an 
enforcement  nature  and  injunctive  action. 
Settlement  of  administrative  proceeding  of  an 
enforcement  nature. 

Settlement  of  injunctive  action  and  report  of 
investigation. 

The  subject  matter  of  the  open 
meeting  scheduled  for  Thursday,  July  9, 
1981,  at  10:a.m.,  will  be: 

1.  Consideration  of  whether  to  affirm 
action,  taken  by  the  Duty  Ofiicer,  granting  a 
waiver  of  disqualification  imputed  to  the  law 
firm  of  Debevoise,  Plimpton,  Lyons  &  Gates. 
For  further  information,  please  contact  Myma 
Siegel  at  (202)  272-2430. 

2.  Consideration  of  whether  to  affirm 
action,  taken  by  the  Duty  Officer,  granting 


access  to  non-public  documents  to  Bevis 
Longstreth  in  connection  with  his  nomination 
for  the  position  of  Commissioner^  For  further 
information,  please  contact  Myrna  Siegel  at 
(202)  272-2430. 

3.  Consideration  of  proposed  amendments 
to  the  Commission's  uniform  net  capital  rule. 
Rule  15c3-l,  to  reflect  recent  amendments  of 
the  Commodity  Futures  Trading 
Commission's  net  capital  rule  in  connection 
with  commodity  transactions.  For  further 
information,  please  contact  Steven  L. 

Molinari  at  (202)  272-2382. 

4.  Consideration  of  whether  to  issue  a 
notice  on  an  application  filed  jointly  by 
Mathers  Fund,  Inc.,  an  open-end,  diversified 
management  investment  company  registered 
under  the  Investment  Company  Act  of  1940 
and  its  investment  adviser,  Mathers  and 
Company,  Inc.  (the  “Adviser"),  in  connection 
with  a  proposed  transaction  in  which  control 
of  the  Adviser  will  be  transferred  from  a 
shareholder  owning  97%  of  the  Adviser's 
common  stock  to  the  remaining  shareholders. 
For  further  information,  please  contact  Carl 
B.  Wilkerson  at  (202)  272-3014. 

At  times  changes  in  Commission 
priorities  require  alterations  in  the 
scheduling  of  meeting  items.  For  further 
information  and  to  ascertain  what,  if 
any,  matters  have  been  added  deleted  or 
posponed,  please  contact:  Arthur  C. 
Delibert  at  (202)  272-2467. 

June  30, 1981. 

IS-1037-81  Filed  7-1-SI:  11:13  am] 
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